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CURRENT TOPICS, 


We vunperstanp that Mr. Tuomas AnspEtt. Romer, solicitor, of 
3, Furnival’s-inn, has been appointed chief clerk to Mr. Justice 
Kay, in succession to Mr. R. W. Peaxeg, resigned. Mr. Romer 
was admitted in 1873. 








Tue appears set down to be heard in the Trinity Sittings con- 
sist of 72 final and 13 interlocutory appeals from the Chancery 
Division ; 6 appeals from the Chancery of the County Palatine of 
Lancaster ; 60 final and 22 interlocutory appeals from the Queen’s 
Bench Division; 2 final appeals from the Probate, Divorce, and 
Admiralty Division; and 3 Bankruptcy appeals. These make a 
total of 178 appeals, as compared with 184 at the beginning of the 
last sittings, and 300 a year ago. 





Tue ists of causes and matters before the Chancery Judges 
shew a considerable increase upon those of recent occasions. Vice- 
Chancellor Bacon has 126 causes and matters; Mr. Justice Kay, 
155; Mr. Justice Currry, 141; Mr. Justice Nontn, 167; and Mr. 
Justice Srrxtinc, 121; makinga total of 710. At the beginning of 
the Easter Sittings the total was 669, and at Trinity, 1885, 667. 





THe cavse Lists for the whole of the Supreme Court were not 
ready at the time of our going to press; nor were even the 
lists for the Chancery Division published at that time. No doubt 
allowance should be made for the cessation of work Curing 
the Whitsuntide holidays, but we think that the profession ought 
to obtain the lists a longer time before the commencement of the 
sittings than is likely to be the case on the present occasion. We 
give elsewhere the first twenty-five causes standing in Mr. 
Justice Srretre’s list. It would be misleading, before the 
whole lists are ready, to give a portion of the causes before the 
other judges of the Chancery Division. 





Tue prarn is announced of Sir Gronce Ketiyer, K.C.M.G., 
her Majesty’s Paymaster-General of the Supreme Court of Judica- 
ture, to which office he was appointed in the month of February, 
1884. The late Paymaster was absent from illness for several 
months, and the duties of the office have, during that period, been 
performed by Mr. Sxrwen, the Assistant-Paymaster. Sir Grorce 
Ketter came to his office with a high reputation for administra- 
tive capacity, and, during his short tenure, the department, which 


assize for the counties within any circuit, who actually travels 
that circuit or any part thereof during the summer circuit, or such 
other judge, if any, as may be arranged by the judges going the 
summer circuit,” (the words italicized are new) “shall be the judge 
having power to appoint” the revising barristers. Unless this pro- 
vision should pass, the power of appointment, would, by virtue of 
section 28 of the Parliamen Registration Act, 1843, be vested 
in the Lord Chief Justice of England as senior judge in the com- 
mission of assize as made out under the 12th section of the Circuits 
Order of June, 1884. Another clause of the Bill, repeating section 
29 of the Redistribution of Seats Act, 1885, provides that “if, at 
any time after the 5th September, it appear to a Secretary of 
State” (this official is substituted for a judge of the High Court] 
that the number “ of revising barristers is insufficient, he may sig- 
nify the same to any judge of the High Court sitting in chambers,” 
and ‘thereupon such judge shall appoint such number of duly 
qualified barristers as are specified in such notice” to act as addi- 
tional revisers. The appointments are, as was the case last year, 
to be for all the counties and boroughs on each circuit. The number 
of revising barristers to be appointed on circuit still remains to be 
fixed by Order in Council, under the Revising Barristers Act, 1873 
(36 & 37 Vict. c. 70); the order issued on July 9, 1885, having 
applied to 1885 only. By that order the number, which was fixed 
at seventy-nine under the order of the 27th of June, 1876, was 
raised to 123. Perhapsa number half way between these two may 
be fixed by the forthcoming order. 





A coRRESPONDENT recently raised the curious question, ‘‘ To whom 
do the ballot-boxes, after a Parliamentary election, belong?” 
alleging that there are three classes of persons who lay claim to 
them—viz., ‘‘the candidates, the sheriff, and the under-sheriff.” 
The statutes are silent upon the point. By section 8 of the 
Ballot Act, ‘‘ Every returning officer shall provide such nomination 
papers, . . . ballot-boxes, . . . and other things as may be neces- 
sary for effectually conducting an election in manner provided ” by 
the Act. By the schedule to the Parliamentary Elections {Returning 
Officers) Act, 1875,.the maximum charge to be paid by the 
candidates ‘‘for each ballot-box required to be purchased” is one 
guinea, and ‘for the use of each ballot-box, whem hired,” five 
shillings. It seems to us that, as a matter of law, the returning 
officer is merely the agent of the candidates to purchase ballot-boxes, 
so that the property in the boxes vests in them immediately on 
purchase, subject to the right of the returning officer to use them 
for the purpose of the election. We cannot see any legal basis for 
the so-called ‘‘ perquisite”’ of the under-sheriff or other officer, and 
we do not obtain any satisfactory information as to the general 
existence of a custom to allow such perquisite. Perhaps, however, 
our readers may be able to afford information on this point. The 
, ete is of increasing importance now that it is proposed to cut 

own the charges of returning officers. Possibly the raising of the 





was reconstituted at the time of his appointment, has, under his 
guidance, carried out the Supreme Court Funds Rules, 1884, with | 
very little friction between the profession and the officials. Better | 
testimony could hardly be afforded to the efficiency of the chief 


officer. | 





Tue Arrorney-Generat’s Revising Barristers Bill, which it will 
be necessary to pass before the dissolution of Parliament, repeats, 
with slight alterations, the Revising Barristers Act, 1885 (48 & 49 
Vict. c. 57), which only continued in force until the end of the | 
summer circuit in 1885, and section 29 of the Redistribution of | 
Seats Act, 1885 (48 & 49 Vict. c. 23), which, with other sections | 
contained in Part IV. of that Act and directed to the “ acceleration 
of registration,” applied to the year 1885 only. It is proposed by 
the Bill “that the senior judge named in the commission of 


question will bring the hire of ballot-boxes more into vogue. In 
boroughs the municipal boxes may, by section 14 of the Ballot Act, 
‘be used free of charge, and any damage, other than reasonable 
wear and tear caused to the same, shall be paid as part of the 
expenses of the election at which they are so used’; and by 
section 6 of the Parliamentary Elections (Returning Officers) Act, 
1875, it is made ‘the duty of the returning officer, so far as is 
practicable,” to make use of such ballot-boxes. 





Tue Parttawentary Exrcrroys Returning Officers Act (1875) 
Amendment Bill was originally a comparatively unimportant 
measure introduced by Mr. Hrary and Mr. Caance for the simple 
purpose of allowing appeals from county court taxation of return. 
ing officers’ charges under section 4 of the Act of 1875, but if 


34 





546 THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL, 





June 19, 1886. 





the amendments proposed in committee should become law, it wlll 
become a measure of great constitutional and practical conse- 
quence to candidates, ratepayers, and returning officers. It is 
proposed that in counties in England the returning officer’s charges 
‘shall be paid out of the county rates, and the justices of the 
peace for each county shall be empowered to, and shall, make pro- 
vision for the same ”’; that in boroughs such charges shall be payable 
out of the borough fund; and that, “‘in the case of any municipal 
borough the area of which is exempt from the payment of county 
rates, and which is not under this Act required to pay or contri- 
bute to such charges, such municipal borough shall contribute to 
the payment of such charges for the county, counties, or parlia- 
mentary divisions of a county, within which it is in whole or in 
par’, situate.” There is as yet no proposal for casting on a 
candidate who fails to obtain a certain proportion of votes the 
proportion of expenses caused by his candidature, but some such 
amendment seems to be reasonable, and will probably be moved. 
With regard to the charges to -be made, and the security which 
may be demanded by returning officers, very extensive changes 
are proposed, the first and third schedules of the Act of 
1875 being entirely repealed and replaced by new scales. 
The distinction made by the Act of 1875 between county and 
borough elections is to be entirely done away with. A new dis- 
tinction is drawn between contested and uncontested elections 
(which new distinction appcars to Le reasonable and proper), and 
specific charges are to be considerably cut down. Ballot-boxes, for 
instance, are to be cherged for at not more than ten shillings 
apiece, instead of a guinea. But perhaps the greatest alteration 
will be in the amount of security which may be required from 
candidates. The Act of 1875 contains an elaborate schedule 
authorizing amounts ranging from one thousand pounds to one | 
hundred. It is now proposed that the maximum is to be, in 
the case of contested -clections, two hundred pounds, and in the 
case of uncontested elections, ten pounds. It may, perhaps, be 
doubted whether the House of Lords will sanction all these 
proposals, and it is to be hoped that the legitimate clainis of the 
returning officers, whose charges are, by the first schedule of the | 
Act of 1875, ‘‘in no case to exceed the sums actually and | 
necessarily paid or payable,” will be duly supported in that House. 








Tue apprat by Sir Cuartes Dirxe from the decision of Sir 


Act, 1878 (41 & 42 Vict. c. 19), section 2 of which provides that, 
wherever there is an intervention or 4 shewing cause by the 
Queen’s Proctor, or by any other person, the court may make such 
order as to the costs of the Queen’s Proctor, or the intervener, as 
shall seem just, and that the Queen’s Proctor or intervener may 
recove his costs in the same manner as in other cases. 








THE COUNTY COURT ACTS CONSOLIDA- 
TION BILL. 


Ax the political turmoil the County Court Acts Consolidation 
Bill.is not likely to attract much public attention. The circum- 
stances attending the birth of the Bill cannot be said to have been 
altogether auspicious, for it was introduced by the Lord Chancellor 
in the House of Lords on the very day that the Government was 
defeated in the House of Commons. It is greatly to be hoped, 
however, that, whatever may happen in the political world, this 
very useful piece of work may not be lost sight of. No one is 
likely to deny that a general consolidation of the county court 
statutes is extremely desirable. Between 1846 and 1882 there 
have been no less than eleven Acts dealing directly with county 
courts, to say nothing of the changes effected by the Judicature 
Acts, or of the namerous statutes which confer jurisdiction on 
county courts with regard to particular matters. 

The Lord Chancellor’s Bill, which consists of 189 sections, is 
entirely a consolidation Bill, and merely aims at reducing into 
order the provisions of all the statutes which deal with the jurisdic- 
tion and practice of county courts. At the same time, of course, 
all provisions which have become obsolete or superfluous have been 
omitted. The Bill, in fact, is interesting rather for what it does 
not, than for what it does, contain. For example, with regard to 
actions remitted from the High Court to the county court :—at 


| present an action may be remitted in one of two ways. Under 


section 26 of the Act of 1856 (19 & 20 Vict. ¢. 108), 
where, in an action of contract brought in a superior court, the 
claim indorsed on the writ does not exceed £50, a judge of a 
superior court, on the application of either party, after issue 
joined, may order that the cause be tried in a county court; 
whilst under section 7 of the Act of 1867 (30 & 31 Vict. c. 142), 
where the claim does not exceed £50, the defendant, within eight 


James Hanyey in the Crawford-Dilke case will settle an interest- | days of the service of the writ, may apply to a judge at chambers 
ing question on the practice as to intervention by the Queen’s Proctor | fora summons to the plaintiff to shew cause why the action should 
—viz., whether such intervention is to be virtually equivalent to | not be tried in the county court. Section 85 of the Consolidation 
a new trial. It is not necessary to speculate on the result | Bill combines these two sections, and provides as follows :— 
of the appeal, but we may point out that the practice as to inter- | ‘‘ Where, in any action of contract brought in the High Court, the 
vention is, to some extent, an excrescence upon the original | claim indorsed on the writ does not exceed £50, or where such 





statute (20 & 21 Vict. c. 85) by which the Court of Divorce was estab- 
lished. The Matrimonial Causes Act, 1860 (23 & 24 Vict. c. 145), 
first provided that every decree for a divorce should, “in the first 
instance, be a decree nisi, not to be made absolute till after the 
expiration of such time, not less than three months from the pro- 


nouncing thereof,” as the court should direct, and this interval | 


was extended to six months by the Matrimonial Causes Act, 1866 
(29 & 30 Vict. c. 32), s. 3. Section7 of the former Act then goes 
on to enable any person, within the specified period, “to shew 
cause why the said decrce should not be made absolute by reason of 
the same having been obtained by collusion or by reason of material 
Sacts not brought before the court” and on cause being thus shewn, 
the court may make the decree nisi absolute, or reverse it, or 


require furthcr inquiry, “as justice may require.” Any person | 


may, before the decree is made absolute, give information “of any 
matter material to the due decision of the case” to the Queen’s 


Proctor, who may take such steps as the Attorney-General deems | 
necessary or expedient, and if he suspects collusion he may inter- | 


vene in the suit under the Attorney-General’s direction and by 
leave of the court, in which case the Queen’s Proctor’s costs may 


be ordered to be paid by either of the parties. It will be seen | 


that this last provision extends only to cases of collusion, and, 
therefore, it was held by the House of Lords in Lautour 
v. Ler Majesty's Proctor (12 W. BR. 611, 10 H. L. Cas. 685), 
that, if he intervened upon any ground other thut of collusion, the 
Queen’s Proctor was only in the same position as one of the public 


| claim, though it originally exceeded £50, is reduced by payment 
admitted, set off, or otherwise to a sum not exceeding £50, it shall 


| be lawful for either party to the action at any time, if the whole 
| or part of the demand of the plaintiff be contested, to apply to a 
| judge of the High Court at chambers to order such action to be tried 
in any court in which the action might have been commenced, or in 
any court convenient thereto ; and, on the hearing of the application, 
the judge shall, unless there is good cause to the contrary, order 
such action to be tried accordingly.” The remainder of the section 
isa reproduction of the latter part of section 7 of the Act of 1867. 
With regard to appeals, sections 14 and 15 of the Act of 1850 
(18 & 14 Vict. c. 61), which respectively give to parties aggrieved 
the right of appeal, and provide that the appeal shall be in the 
form of a case agreed on, are combined with section 6 of the Act 
|of 1875, which provides for appeal by motion. The appeal 
| section (section 119) of the Consolidation Bill runs as follows :— 
“If any party in any action or proceeding for an amount excecd- 
ing £20 shall be dissatisfied with the cetermination or direc- 
tion of the court in point of law, or upon the admission or 
rejection of any evidence, the party may appeal from the same to 
the High Court, or if the High Court be not then sitting, to a 
| judge thereof in chambers, in such manner and subject to such 
conditions as may be for the time being provided by the rules of 
|the Supreme Court regulating the procedure on appeals from 
| inferior courts to the High Court; and the High Court may either 
order a new trial on such terms as it shall think fit, or may order 





giving information tothe court, and costs could not beawarded to him. judgment to be entered for either party, as the case may be, or 


The distinction as to costs was removed by the Matrimonial Causes | may make any order on such terms as the High Court may think 
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proper to insure the determination on the merits of the real ques- 
tions in controversy een the parties.” The remainder of the 
section, with regard to the taking of a note by the judge, is a 
reproduction of the latter part of section 6 of the Act of 1875. 
It will be observed that the important words in section 14 of the 
Act of 1860, enacting that the order of the superior court, on 
appeal from the county court, shall be final, are not contained in 
the appeal section of the Consolidation Biil. This is in conformity 
with the decision in Orush v. Turner (L. R. 3 Ex. D. 303), where 
the Court of Appeal held that section 20 of the Appellate Juris- 
diction Act, 1876, did not revive the provision of the County 
Court Act, 1850, as to the finality of the orders of the superior 
court, and that that provision had been impliedly repealed by 
section 45 of the Judicature Act, 1873. Accordingly the present 
practice of appeal by leave to the Court of Appeal will remain 
unaffected. 

Section 119 of the Consolidation Bill would have the effect of 
removing all doubts as to whether or not the Rules of the 
Supreme Court of December, 1885 (LIX., 9—17), which super- 
sede the practice of appealing by special case and substitute a 
uniform practice by notice of motion, are wlird vires. 

With regard to the question as to whether or not the Rules of 
December, 1885, apply to actions remitted to the county court for 
trial under the Act of 1856, the combined effect of section 119 of 
the Consolidation Bill and of R. 8. C., 1883, LIX., 9—17 (af not 
the effect of the latter alone), would certainly seem to be to 
render the practice uniform in all cases and finally do away with 
rules nisi. As to this point, it may well be contended that, if the 
action ig remitted for all purposes to the county court, under the 
Act of 1867, the procedure on appeal is governed by the Rules of 
1885, whereas, if it is remitted only for trial under the Act of 
1856, and still remains, for other purposes, in the High Court, 
the procedure on applications for new trials is governed by the 
Rules of 1883. Whether this contention be correct or not, it 
is, of course, impossible to reconcile it with the decision in 
Pritchard v. Pritchard (L. R. 14 Q. B. D. 55). 

As a mere question of arrangement, the division of the Bill 
into sub-headings would be a great improvement. To find what 
you want in a Bill of 189 sections is no easy matter. There is no 
reason why the Bill should not be divided into parts, even if that 
involved the re-arrangement of some of the sections. 








THE EVIDENCE TAKEN BY THE CHAN. 
CERY CHAMBERS COMMITTEE. 
Il. 


WE next come to the question of the abolition of the several offices 
of registrar and taxing master, and transferring the duties of those 
offices to the chief clerks. As previously remarked, the members of 
the committee appear to entertain the idea that it will be convenient 
to transfer to the chief clerks the duties performed by these offices. 
The first witness examined on this subject (Mr. Clarke, the chief 
clerk) considers (186) that there would be no saving, but quite the 
contrary, if the chief clerks—supposing they were competent—were 
to do the taxing themselves, As regards the registrars, he says 
(193—5), in all orders made on proceedings in chambers the 
materials are supplied by the chief clerk and the form is supplied by 
the registrar; this is necessary in all orders that are to A acted 
on by the Paymaster-General, because he will not act upon the chief 
clerk’s order, it must be the registrar's order. Therefore, when you 
deal with funds in court, it must be the registrar’s order. This does 
not lead to reduplication of work, because the chief clerk’s note for 
the order “+ about twenty words and the order may be about 
fifty folios. He does not think (196) it would conduce to economy 
or efficiency if the registrars’ and the chief clerks’ establishments 
were combined, The registrars have to attend in court, and such 
attendance would entirely interrupt the chief clerk's work, If he had 
to do his day’s work and go and sit in court and do the registrar's 
work afterwards, his business would get into arrear very rapidly. 
Another chief clerk, Mr. Hawkins (625—8), thinks it would S un- 
advisable for the chief clerks to druw orders in chambers. ‘ The 
registrars are a body of men trained up from their youth in orders. 
It may look, to an outsider, a curious thing that an order of the 
court should be a complicated miatter, but I know few things that 
are more complicated, There is a great advantage in an order for 
payment out of cout't being drawn by the registrars, because they have 
the case before them, and it forms an additional safeguard against 





any order being made irregularly or by an oversight. . . . I dare- 
say that errors are made, but we are fortunate in having them dis- 
covered before they are com by the care of the registrars. . . . 
It would take us (the chief clerks) about the same time to draw orders 
as it does the regi ” The next witness, Mr. Pemberton, the 
registrar, is an expert in drawing orders. He says (875) that it takes 
a long while to learn the work of a registrar accurately, and that, 
if a chief clerk were to attempt to draw up all the ss he pro- 
nounces, or to settle and draw up all orders pronounced by the court, 
he would have to get someone else to do his present work for him. 

Mr. Hollams thinks that an advantage would be gained by amal- 
gamating (973) the chief clerks with the registrars, but, in such a 
case, the under-staff (974) of the chief clerks must be increased. He 
does not think it absolutely essential (975) that the regi should 
attend in court, although he appreciates the advantage (1169) of the 
registrar having his own note to work from, and though he finds the 
general opinion (1018) strongly against him. He alsoobserves(975) that, 
if there were no registrars, y te ight be more chief clerks, and is 
of opinion (1126) that the work of the pe os as might be done b: 
any competent solicitor. He sees the advantage of a chief cler' 
drawing up his own orders (1200), but thinks (1197) they are fully 
occupied now, and he does not know (1198) whether the registrars 
are fully occupied. 

It is Mr. Francis’s impression (1264) that, if the registrars and 
and chief clerks were amalgamated, as many chief clerks would be 
wanted as there now are, and all, or nearly all, the istrars ; and 
he thinks (1265) the registrars should go into court. Moreover, he 
considers it an advantage (1266) to have a taxing officer distinct from 
a chief clerk, and that no substantial gain would be derived (1267) by 
amalgamating the chief clerks and taxing masters. As regards the 
taxing masters, he thinks (1436) something might be done to rectify 
the block in their office by a better classification of the work. 

Mr. Rawle thinks that the registrar would be a Boe officer to 
make (as distinguished from drawing up) some orders (1490), such 
as for payment out of court to an infant come of age ; a result of the 
present system (1492) is that some of the work is done twice over. 

Mr. Ryland thinks (1643) that, if the registrars are done away 
with, the chief clerks would be the best substitute, but he would not 
do away with the registrars. He thinks (1646) there is a great deal 
more work in chambers than the present staff can do expeditiously, 
and that, if the chief clerks are to do the work of the registrars and 
the taxing masters (1647), more chief clerks will be wanted ; he 
would not, however, have the chief clerks draw (1730) orders made 
in court or money orders. 

To this be ~~ be added the remarks —e Mr. Justice ——- 
in his ‘‘ objections.” He says: ‘‘ At present the registrars circulate 
in all the courts, including the Court of _— In this way they 
obtain a wide experience of the practice, an often able to assist 
a judge.” If the clerks are to take the place of the present regis- 
trars, ‘‘I fear it will soon be found that the successors of the regis- 
trars have not the same special knowledge of the forms of the court 
which the present officers possess, and the judges will be embarrassed 
for want of the assistance which they now obtain.” ‘‘ As to the 
taxing masters. It is; in my judgment, a great advantage that the 
taxing masters are entirely separated from all matters in respect of 
which they have to tax bills of costs in their earlier stages. They are 
thus kept independent and impartial, and no solicitor need fear their 
being prejudiced by any opinion they have formed in the progress of 
the litigation.” 

The question of leading counsel attaching themselves to particular 
courts does not appear to have been within the competence of the 
committee to deat ‘with. Nevertheless, evidence was taken on this 
subject which it may be of service to recapitulate, as it has a material 
bearing on the question whether each cause should be attached to a 
judge. On this subject Mr. Hollams thinks (997) it is an advantage 
that you should have the same counsel and the same ipcge in the 
further proceedings of a case as in its earlier s e does not 
(999), under present circumstances, think it an advantage to suitors 
that leading counsel should attach themselves to a particular court, 
because now (1000) you cannot choose your judge, and you are neces- 
sarily limited to the leading counsel in the court of the judge; you 
are tied to your leading counsel unless you can incur the expense of 
taking in another. Mr. Francis thinks (1308) that, although the 
present system carries with it the evil of oecasionally sending over a 
witness cause, the breaking up of that system would be a greater 
evil. Mr. Rawle considers (1614) it very desirable that the practice 
should remain; “in fact, if it were not allowed, you would be very 
much in the same state of things as exists in the Queen's Ben 
Division ; you would never be able to rely upon having your par- 
ticular counsel in chancery actions which frequently come before the 
court at successive sta It is very important to a suitor that he 
should be heard again by the same leading counsel that he had had 
on a previous occasion,” Mr, Justice Chitty thinks (2130) the ip 
tice is advan us to the suitor; ‘‘it is rare to find any of my 
leading counsel away when an action is called on.” When he was at 
the bar (2131), he thought it of the greatest advantage to the 








548 THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL. 





June 19, 1886. 





suitor, and acted on that principle, and refused a retainer elsewhere. 
“The advantage of having the same counsel attending throughout a 
cause who knows what has gone on in witness or non-witness actions 
tends (2133) to the despatch of business.” , 

In addition to the subjects already referred to, the committee re- 
ceived opinions from the solicitors attending from Liverpool and 
Manchester on the desirability of having a chancery judge to sit con- 
tinuously at Liverpool or Manchester for the disposal of all chancery 
business for the counties of Cheshire and Lancashire. The estimate 
is that the chancery business of that portion of the country bears so 
large a proportion to the whole of the business of the Chancery 
Division tht it would occupy the whole, or nearly the whole, time 
of one judge. They would not desire to have always the same judge, 
and suggest that a change should take place from time to time. 








REVIEWS. 


ADMIRALTY PRACTICE. 


A TREATISE ON THE JURISDICTION AND PRACTICE OF THE ENGLISH 
CourTs IN ADMIRALTY ACTIONS AND APPEALS, BEING A SECOND 
EDITION OF WILLIAMS AND BRUCE’s ADMIRALTY PRACTICE. By 
GAINSFORD Bruce, Q.C., assisted by CHARLES FuHR JEMMETT, 
Barrister-at-Law. W. Maxwell & Son. 


This book was first published in 1868, just before a juris- 
diction in admiralty had been conferred on county courts 
by the County Courts Admiralty Jurisdiction Act of that year. 
The county court practice under that Act; the consolidation of 
the Court of Admiralty with the Supreme Court by the Judi- 
eature Acts, and the Admiralty Rules, which form so compara- 
tively large a portion of the Rules of the Supreme Court, 1883, 


have rendered a new edition absolutely necessary to admiralty | L.JJ.) refused the application, on the ground that it had been made too 


practitioners, and we find that the book has been increased by 
nearly 300 pages. The statutes, rules, and cases are abstracted 
in the text, and the rules (but not, as in the first edition, the 
statutes) follow in the appendix, which also contains forms of decrees 
and of bills of costs, and the County Court Rules as to costs. The 
introduction, which is remarkably well composed, appears to have 
been re-written as well as expanded. The new rules (seee.g. at pp. 
343 and 356) are criticized with independence and thoroughness, 
and the whole work bears the impress of care and knowledge of its 
subject. We may, perhaps, suggest that a fault somewhat notice- 
able in the first edition—the too great copiousness of annotation— 
has been intensified rather than diminished, as may be best ex- 
emplified by a reference to pp. 350, 351, which two pages have only 
one line of text apiece. The editors also cite the rules with double 
numbers as officially issued, which is unnecessary, and they have, 
in no case which we have been able to discover, given a reference 
to more than one set of reports. 








CORRESPONDENCE. 


EX PARTE BLANCHETT, RE KEELING. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal. | 


Sir,—In answer to ‘‘ A Subscriber’s” letter in your last issue, the 
simplest course appears to be to bring an action on the judgment, 
and proceed under R. 8. C., 1883, XIV., and after having obtained 
judgment, which would go asa matter of course, to proceed in the 
usual way. 

It might also be that an assignee of a judgment debt, who has ob- 
tained leave to issue execution under R. 8. C., 1883, XLII., 23, is a 
‘* judgment creditor” within sub-section 5 of section 103 of the 
Bankruptcy Act, 1883, and so entitled to take advantage of that sub- 
secti 


on. A, E. ABRAHAMs, 
8, Old Jewry, E.C., June 11. 








The judicial business of the House of Lords will be resumed on Monday 
next, the 21st inst., at a quarter to eleven o’clock, when the cause of 
Houstoun v. The Marquis of Sligo will be in the paper for hearing. 


It is stated that Mr. Alfred Morrogh Bernard, a solicitor with an ex- 
tensive connection and practice in Killarney, who attended the Derby and 
was known to have won a considerable amount of money, has not been 
heard of since he left his hotel in London to drive to Euston Station on 
the 3ist ult. It is said that he was warned against certain suspicious 
characters who were noticed to be watching him. Mr. Bernard’s friends 
fear he has been the object of foul play at the hands of betting men. 


CASES OF LAST WEEK. 


COURT OF APPEAL. 
POOLEY ». WHETHAM—C. A. No, 2, 10th June. 


Appgat—Sgcurniry ror Costs—Deriay my Maxine Appiication—R. §, C., 
1888, LVIIL., 15. 


This was an application by a respondent for security for the costs of an 
appeal, and the objection was raised that the application was made too 
late. The action was brought by the trustee of a bankrupt to set aside 
a sale which had been made by a mortgagee of property of the bankrupt. 
The action was tried by Pearson, J., on the 23rd of February, 1886, and 
was dismissed, with costs. Notice of appeal was served by the plaintiff 
on one of the defendants, a company, on the Ist of March, and on the 
22nd of May briefs were delivered to the appellant’s counsel and the fees 
paid. At that time it was expected that the appeal would very soon 
come into the paper for hearing, but the hearing was delayed by the fact 
that some prior cases lasted a long time. On the 5th of June the company 
gave notice of motion, asking that the plaintiff might be ordered to give 
security for their costs of the ope. The company proved that their 
costs of the action had been taxed at £664, the taxing master’s certificate 
being dated the 26th of May ; and that on the 3lst of May their solicitors 
wrote to the plaintiff that, if the costs were not paid the next day, they 
should issue execution. The costs were not paid, and on the Ist of June 
a writ was issued to the sheriff, to which he made a return of nulla bona, 
It was also pom that bankruptcy proceedings had been commenced 
“oe the plaintiff by another of the defendants to the action, in respect 
of his taxed costs of the action, and that the plaintiff had admitted that 
he had not consulted the bankrupt’s creditors as to the bringing of the 
appeal. Moreover, some of the members of the committee of inspection 
appointed in the bankruptcy had stated, that the committee had not given 
their approval to the bringing of the appeal. There were no available 
assets of the bankrupt. There was nothing to show that the company 
had no reasonable evidence of the plaintiff's insolvency until the return 
of nulla bona by the sheriff. The Court (Corron, Linptey, and Lopzs, 


late. They said that such an ae ought to be made promptly, and 
ought not to be delayed until after the appellant had incurred the 
costs of the appeal, the briefs not having been delivered prematurely to 
his counsel. The result of the application might have been different if 
it had been proved that the respondents had no reasonable evidence of 
the plaintiff’s insolvency before the return of nulla bona.—Counszt, 
a Woods ; Sidney Woolf. Sorrcrrors, Snell, Son, § Greenip ; Harper 
§ Battcock. 


HOWARTH v. HOWARTH—C. A. No. 2, 10th June. 


Practice—Drvorce Diviston—Orper to Execute Desp—NeciLect 10 
Execute—Morion ror ATrACHMENT—SUBSTITUTED SgeRvICE—ORDER FOR 
Execution ny ReGistRar—JvupbicaTureE Act, 1884 (47 & 48 Vicr. c. 61), 
s. 14, 


This was an appeal by a husband from an order made by Hannen, P., 
directing the registrar of the court to execute a deed, securing to the wife a 
sum of £9,100 for her maintenance, which the husband had been ordered on 
the 28th of July, 1885, to execute, but had not executed. On the 13th of 
February, 1885, the decree dissolving the marriage was made absolute. 
A petition for maintenance was filed by the wife pending the proceedin 
for dissolution of the marriage, and, on July 28, 1885, an order was made 
that the husband should secure to her a gross sum of £9,100. A deed 
was settled to carry out the order, and a copy of it was served on the 
husband’s solicitors on November 16, 1885. On March 30, 1886, an order 
was made that the husband should, within seven days, execute the deed 
as settled. The wife’s solicitors, being unable to serve this order per- 
sonally, obtained on April 6 an order allowing subitituted service on the 
husband's country solicitors and their London agents. On April 29 notice 
of motion for the 4th of May for a writ of attachment against the husband 
for non-compliance with the order of March 30 was served on the London 
agents. On May 3 a letter was sent by the wife's solicitors to the London 
agents of the husband’s solicitors, giving them notice that, on the motion 
for an attachment, they should ask the court either for an attachment, or, 
in the alternative, for an order directing that the deed referred to in the 
order of March 30 might be executed by some person to be nominated by 
the court for that purpose. On May 4, on the motion coming on, the 
wife’s counsel asked that the registrar might be ordered to execute the 
deed on behalf of the husband, in accordance with section 14 of the 
Judicature Act, 1884. Hannen, P., on production of an affidavit that the 
letter of May 3 was delivered before five p.m. on May 3 at the office of the 
London agents of the husband’s solicitors, made an order for execution of 
the deed by the registrar. The Court of Appeal (Corron, Linptey, and 
Lorgs, L.JJ.) affirmed the order. It was urged on behalf of the husband 
that section 14 of the Judicature Act of 1884 did not apply to proceed- 
ings in the Probate and Divorce Division ; that the service of the notice of 
motion of April 29 on the London agents of the husband’s solicitors was 
ineffectual, no special order for substituted service having been obtained ; 
and, also, that the letter of May 3 was not properly served, and not 
served in sufficient time. Corron, L.J., said that section 14 of the Act 
of 1884 applied to every division of the Supreme Court. And he was of 
— upon the construction of the rules, that the service of the notice 
of motion for an attachment on the London agents of the husband’s 





solicitors was good service. When there was a difficulty in effecting 
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ersonal service it would be wrong not to allow service on the solicitor. 
That notice asked for an attachment only, and it would have been com- 

tent to the President to have made an order for attachment; and, if it 

ad been necessary to discharge the order of May 4, it would have been 
the duty of the Court of Appeal to have granted an attachment. As a 
general rule it would not be right to make an order under section 14 of 
the Act of 1884 ex parte. But the motion was for the purpose of com- 
pelling obedience to the order of March 30, and the only object of an 
attachment was to put pressure on the husband to compel him to do that 
which he ought to have done—viz., to execute the deed. He had been 
ordered to execute the deed, and he had no right to say that he would 
rather go to prison. It was not beyond the power of the court to make 
the order for execution of the deed under section 14 for the purpose of 

iving effect to the previous order which had been disabeyed. Hannen, 
B. had satisfied himself that the solicitors who were acting for the 
husband had been served with the letter of May 3, and knew that the 
application would be made, and he had full authority to make the order 
of May 4. Lrnptey and Lorgs, L.JJ., concurred.—Covunset, EF. Baldock 
Stone ; Middleton. Souicrtors, Marsland, Hewitt, § Everett ; Gregory, Row- 
cliffes, ¢ Co. 


THE LYDNEY AND WIGPOOL IRON ORE CO., LIMITED »v. 
BIRD—C. A. No. 2, 11th June. 


Company—Promoter—Secret Commission—AGENT FuR VENDOR—ALLOW- 
ANCES. 


This action was brought to compel J., who had actedin the promotion of 
the plaintiff company, to account for a payment secretly e to him out 
of the purchase-money paid by the company to the vendors of the prop- 
erty which the company was formed to acquire. W., who had formerly 
been in partnership with J., was also made a defendant. He died after 
the commencement of the action, and it was revived against his execu- 
tors. J.’s firm acted as agents for the vendors in the sale of the 
property. The purchase-money was at first intended to be £90,000, of 
which £5,000 was to be paid to J.’s firm for their services in the transac- 
tion. It was afterwards increased to £100,000, of which £10,800 was to 
paid to J.’s firm. An agreement was entered into between Messrs. A., 
the vendors, and a trustee on behalf of the intended company, by which 
it was (inter alia) agreed that the London business of the company should 
be carried on at the offices of J.’s firm, who were, in consideration of £600 a 
year, to provide clerks and pay all officeexpenses. They were also to be the 

rokers of the company, and to receive a commission of two percent. on all 
sales of the company’sores, They had previously agreed to tee thesub- 
scription of the necessary amount of shares by the public. The guarantee 
was ultimately given by W. alone, and £5,000 out of the £10,800 was paid 
to him as a consideration for his giving this guarantee. He had, at that 
time, retired from the firm. The contract of purchase was dated the 19th 
of December, 1871, and it was adopted by the company in January, 1872, 
after which time the £10,800 was paid to J. The payment of the 
£10,800 was not in any way mentioned in the prospectus, or in the 
memorandum or articles of association of the company. Pearson, J., held 
(L, R. 31 Ch. D. 328), that J.’s firm were simply acting as agents for 
Messrs. A. in bringing the company out, and were in no way trustees for 
the company. On the evidence, he came to the conclusion that the fixing 
the commission at £10,800 instead of £5,000 had no connection with the 
increase of the proposed purchase-money, the latter rise being due to the 
remonstrances of Messrs. A. with regard to the value of the property. The 
Court of Appeal (Corroy, Lixptey, and Lorrs, L.JJ.) reversed the decision, 
holding that J. must account for the £10,800, though they were of opinion 
that there was no evidence against W. Linptey, L.J. (who delivered the 
judgment of the court), said that J. procured the formation of the com- 
pany. He suggested its formation ; he took an active partin the preparation 
ofits prospectusand memorandum and articles of association, inthe appoint- 
ment of two of its first directors, in the appointment of its secretary, and 
he procured his own firm to be appointed to conduct the sales of the 
ons at a large commission. He fixed the purchase-money at 
£100,000, and stipulated for the payment of £10,800 to his own firm, and 
he procured the payment of that sum by the company, and he was himself 
a director when the last instalments of it were made. He was in truth 
the person who fastened the contract to pay £100,000 on the company, 
without disclosing the fact that his firm were to get £10,800 out of the 
purchase-morey. The evidence shewed clearly that, although the Messrs. 
A. had not agreed to sell at £90,000—i.c., £85,000 plus £5,000 for promo- 
tion epee | were prepared to do so, and that it was J. who 
ultimately settled that the nominal purchase-money was to be £100,000, 
of which he was to have £10,800. On this point their lordships were 
unable to take the same view of the evidence as that which was taken by 
Pearson, J. The legal principles applicable did not present any difficulty. 
It was not correct to say that J. was the agent of the company when it 
did not exist. Nor was it much less objectionable to talk of his being in 
a fiduciary relation to the company before the company had any existence. 
Moreover, to say that J. was a promoter of the company, and, therefore, 
liable to account to it, was calculated to mislead, for the word ‘‘ promo- 
ter’? was ambiguous, and it was ne to ascertain in each case what 
the so-called promoter really did before his legal liabilities could be 
accurately ascertained. In every case it was better to look at the facts, and 
ascertain and describe them as they were. Inthe present case J. procured 
the company to be formed and to be man in such a way as to fransfer 
from the moneys of the company to himself the sum of £10,800, without 
informing the my oy of that fact. The company were told that they 
had to pay £100,000 for the ome but they did not know that of that 

0,800 was to go into the pocket of the man who had got the com- 
pany up, and who had, in fact, increased the purchase-money in order 





to get that £10,800. Under these circumstances he could not retain the 
sum so got. Although not an agent of the company nor a trustee for it 
before its formation, the old and familiar principles of the law of agency 
and of trusteeship had been extended, and very properly extended, to 
meet such a case, and, using the word ‘‘ promoter’’ to describe a person 
acting as J. did, it was ectly well settled that a promoter of a com- 
pany was accountable to it for all moneys secretly obtained by him from 
t, just as if the relationship of —— and agent, or of trustee and 
cestui que trust, had really ted between him and the company when 
the money was so obtained. Nor in such a case was it necessary for the 
company to rescind the whole transaction of which the payment by the 
company of the money in question was found to be part. The circum- 
stance that J. was acting for Messrs. A. in getting up the company did 
not exonerate him from liability to account for the £10,800. In procur- 
ing that money he was not acting in their interest, but in his own; for, 
though in form it was part of the price paid to them, the £10,800 was in 
truth to be paid out to him of the price. His liability to account to the 
company for this sum rested on his own conduct, not on theirs, and, as an 
agent was ponaeeey responsible for his own torts and frauds, though 
committed by him for other people, so a 5 8S in get- 
ting £10,800 from the company, without the was personally 
liable to account for it, although in getting up the company he might 
have been acting for Messrs. A. The next question was what sums were 
pro er to be allowed to J. out of the £10, The profit actually made 
y him was comparatively small. The Emma Silver Mining Co. v.Grant (L.R. 
11 Ch. D. 918) was cited in order to shew that he ought to be allowed all 
payments made by bim in re the formation of the company and 
the issue of its shares, and that he was only accountable for the net 
oa made by himself out of the transaction. But it 5 cone to their 
ordships wholly wrong to make the company pay for the issue of its own 
shares. No part of the capital of the company could be properly so applied. 
To allow J. the £5,000 paid by him to W. for his guarantee would, in 
effect, be to make the company misapply its capital. On the other hand, 
J. ought to be allowed all legitimate expenses incurred by him in forming 
and bringing out the company. would include (inéer alia) the 
fees paid to the solicitors and brokers, and for advertisements, 
printing, &c. As arded W., there was not enough evidence to 
render him liable for the £10,800, or any part of it. The promotion of 
companies was no part of the business of the firm when he was a member 
of it. He took no such part in the formation of the company as to make 
him accountable to it as a promoter, and it was not proved that he knew 
of the arrangement as to the £10,800, or that he was, in effect, being 
id by the company for his guarantee. As aguinst his executors, there- 
‘ore, the appeal must be dismissed, but, as regarded J., the Lge must 
be allowed, with costs, and an order must be made wre ge hy with the 
£10,800 and interest at four per cent., but declaring entitled to 
deduct from that sum all sums properly expended by him in forming and 
bringing out the company, and there must be an inquiry to ascertain 
those sums.—CounseL, Napier Higgins, Q.C., and Bunting ; Giffard, Q.C., 
and Swinfen Eady ; Cozens-Hardy, Q.C., H. Burton Buckley, and Daldy. 
Soxicrrors, Hoddinott § Davies ; Munton § Morris ; Freeman § Bothamley. 


THOMAS v. TURNER—C. A. No. 2, 11th June. 


CorrricutT—RecistrRaTIoON—Ricur to Svus—Tre or Frirast Pvusticarion 
—New Eprrion or Boox—5 & 6 Vicr. c. 45, ss. 3, 13, 24 


The question in this case was as to the validity of the registration, under 
the Copyright Act of 1842, of the time of the first publication ofa book. The 
action was brought to restrain an alleged ment by the defendant 
of the plaintiff's copyright in a book. The plaintiff, in statement of 
claim, alleged that he had duly regi his book under the Act. The 
defendant, by his statement of defence, took the objection that the plaintiff 
could not maintain theaction, because in the registration the date of the first 

ublication of the book had not been truly stated. The first edition of the 
k was published in November, 1881. The plaintiff did not register either 
that edition, or the second edition, buthe registered the third edi stating 
the title of the book and descri it as the third edition, and giving as 
the date of the first publication the 22nd of April, 1885, which was the 
date of the publication of the third edition. It was admitted that the 
third edition was a reprint of the first, with some unim it omissions. 
The defendant’s objection was, that the date of first publication ought to 
have been stated as November, 1881, and that, by reason of this erroneous 
statement, the plaintiff was precluded by section 24 of the Act from main- 
taining the action. Section 3 of the Act provides a tin 
ev Sook which shall, after the passing of this Act, be published in the 
lifetime of its author, shall endure for the natural life of such author and 
for the further term of seven years,” but ‘‘if the term of seven years 
shall expire before the end of forty-two years from the first publication of 
such book, the copyright ae may § case endure — aieae « of 
forty-two years.” ion 13 enables the pro r of copyright in any 
book to make entry in the book of the Statiouers? C of 
(inter alia) *‘ the title of such and the time of the first publication 
thereof.”” And section 24 provides that ‘‘ No proprietor of copyright in 
any book which shall be published after the passing of this Act 
shall maintain any action or suit at law or in equity in respect of bn. 
infringement of such copyright, unless he shall, before commencing 
action or suit, have en Sa >See of ppm A 
the Stationers’ Company of such » pursuant to this Act; pro 
roy that Ge a> ——— -_ shall mg the copyright 
book, but only the sue ° infringemen 
theresf.” Section 2 Y sovidies that, in the Bre nthe of the Act, “ the 
word ‘book’ shall be construed to mean and include every volume, part 








Sie wtdinatant ee ee 





at 









oe 














































ns s 



























550 THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL. 








or division of a volume, pamphlet, sheet of letter-press, sheet of music, 
map, chart, or plan separately published.’’ Bacon, V.C., overruled the 
objection, and granted an interlocutory injunction restraining the 
defendant from publishing his book. The Court of Appeal (Corton, 
Lryptey, and Lorgs, L.JJ.) discharged the injunction, holding that the 
objection was a fatal one. Corron, L.J., said that sometimes a new 
edition of a book was an entirely new book; but it might be merely or 
in substance a reprint of a former edition. The third edition of the 
plaintiff's book was a mere reprint of the first with some immaterial 
omissions. The court must look, not only at section 13, butat the other 
sections of the Act, and especially at section 3, which fixed the duration 
of the copenent. Section 13 provided for the registration of “ the title of 
such book and the time of the first publication thereof.”’ What was 
meant by the word ‘“‘book” there? It was said that, by virtue of 
section 2, it meant a ‘“‘volume,” and that this third edition was a 
“‘volume.”” In his lordship’s opinion this view was incorrect. That 
which was to be registered was that in which there was to be a copyright 
under section 3—that is, the work. It must be a work of which the 
person who made the registration was the author, and not a mere 
reprint of a former edition. The plaintiff had not complied with the 
requirements of the Act as to registration. He had nocopyrightin the 
third edition, which was a mere reprint of the work which was first pub- 
lished in 1881 ; the third edition was nota book in which, under section 3, 
there could be a copyright as distinguished from the original work which 
was published in 1881. The plaintiff might have a copyright in that, but 
he could not sue in respect of an infringement of it until he had correctly 
registered it. This he had not yet done, but he could still doit. Lryptey, 
L.J., concurred. He said that, if the third edition had been partly old 
and partly new, he should have thought that the plaintiff had complied 
with the requirements of the Act as to registration, though even then he 
would not have had a copyright in the old parts. Lorgs, L.J., said that 
the object ofthe Legislature in requiring the datefof first publication to be 
stated in theregister clearly was to fix the time from which the period of 
forty.two years was to run.—Counsen, H. Terrell; Harry Nash. 
Soxrcrrors, E. Upton; R. T. Webster. 





HIGH COURT OF JUSTICE. 
Re VAUGHAN, VAUGHAN »v, THOMAS—North, J., 11th June. 


Wr1—Cossrrccrion—Perretviry—Cuarity—Repair or Toms—ReEpair 
or Cuvrcuyarp—43 Geo. 3, c. 100, s. 1. 


The question in this case was as to the validity of a bequest partly for 
the repair of tombs and partly for the repair of a churchyard. The testator 
bequeathed £500 to trustees, upon trust to invest the same, and to apply 
such part of the income thereof as might be necessary in or toward the 
expense of repairing and keeping in repair the family vault which he had 


erected in the parish churchyard of L., and the residue of such income in | 


or towards the expense of repairing or keeping in repair the tomb erected 
to the memory of his late brother, and the repairing and keeping in repair 
the same parish churchyard ; and he declared that the legacies bequeathed 
by him for charitable purposes should be fully paid out of such part of 
his personal estate as might be legally devoted to charitable purposes in 
preference to pecuniary legacies. The question was, first, whether the 
gift to keep in repair the family vault was void, as being a gift in 
uity, and, if so, whether that made the whole gift bad? If it did 

not, there was the further question whether the gift to keep in repair the 
churchyard was valid, cither as a charitable gift, or under the Church 
Building Act (43 Geo. 3, c. 100), and, if so, whether the gift could be 
apportioned by allowing a sufficient part for keeping in repair the tomb of 
the testator’s brother, so that there could be a good gift of the remainder 
ef the income? Noztu, J., held that the trust to repair the family vault 
was invalid, not being for a charity, and being a gift in perpetuity. But he 
held that the gift of the residue of the income was not therefore void, and 
that, if it would have been valid standing alone, it would be a good gift of 
the whole income. He held that the trust, so far as it related to the 
repair of the tomb of the brother, was invalid, but that the trust for 
repairing the churchyard was good under the Act 43 Geo. 3, being a 
bequest of goods of not more than £500 in value, and that it was also valid 
as being a charitable gift. He referred to a similar case, in which there 
was a trust to repair a vault, and to put up and repair an ornamental 
window in a church, and to apply the surplus in keeping in repair and 
i ing the chancel of the church. It was there held that, so far as 
the window and chancel were concerned, the trust was good as being 
charitable. He thought that that which was valid in respect to the orna- 
menting of God’s house was equally valid in respect to repairing what was 
sometimes called God's acre. The repairing of a churchyard, he thought, 
fell within the widest definition of a charitable object—viz., a public 
object. It was for the parishioners’ benefit that the churchyard should be 
im onder; they were liable to keep it in order, and indictable for not 

so. It had been argued that to keep an individual tomb in order 

was equally for the benefit of the public. He thought it was not. The 
desize to keep 2 tomb in order might arise from family ostentation or 
pride, or from affection for 4 member of the donor's family. His lordship 
held, therefore, that if there had been a gift by itself in trast to repair the 
churchyard it would have been valid. The next question was how that 
oherwise valid trust was affected by being joined with aucther object 


income of the £500 for the repair of the churchyard.—CounsgL, Blackmore ; 
Kenyon Parker. Soxtcrrors, Thomas White ¢ Son. 


WHITTINGSTALL v. GROVER—Chitty, J., 9th June. 


ADMINISTRATION—DIsTRIBUTION oF AssETS—Priority of CrepiTrors—Joinr 
AND Separate Crepirors—Inrerest—R. S. C., 1883, LV., 62, 63. 


In this case an entirely novel question arose in the distribution of assets 
between joint and separate creditors—viz., whether, where both classes of 
creditors have been paid 20s. in the pound, and a surplus remains, the 
surplus should be distributed pari passu in payment of interest, or whether 
the interest on the separate debts should be paid in priority to that on the 
joint debts. It appeared that by an order (following Ex parte Reeve 
(9 Ves. 588), and*in accord with Er parte Findlay (L. R. 17 Oh. D. 334) ) 
made in 1861 in an action for the administration of the estate of a 
deceased testator who had been a partner in a banking business, it was 
declared that the separate creditors of the testator were entitled to be 
paid out of his estate in priority to the joint creditors, but that the 
separate creditors, whose debts did not by law or special contract carry 
interest, were not entitled to interest in priority to the joint creditors in 
respect of the principal due to the joint creditors. After payment of 20s. 
in the pound to both joint and separate creditors a surplus remained. It 
was admitted that the separate creditors whose debts by law carried 
interest were entitled to priority of payment of interest out of the surplus, 
and the question was between the joint creditors and the separate cred. 
itors whose debts did not by law carry interest, as to whether such 
separate creditors should be paid, out of the surplus assets, interest in 
priority to the joint creditors, or whetifer such assets should be distributed 
pari passu, Cuttty, J., said that the question was one which must be 
decided on principle. Previously to the orders of 1841 the Court of 
Chancery did not give interest to a creditor coming in under a decree for 
the administration of the estate of a deceased person where the debt did 
not by law carry interest. The orders of 1841, relating to interest, were 
in substance repeated in the consolidated orders of 1861, and are vow 
embodied in the subsisting rules of court, R, 8S. C., 1883, LV., 
62 and 63. The rules of 1841 were founded on the 17th section 
of the statute 1 & 2 Vict. c. 110. Previously to that enact- 
ment a ju ent debt did not carry interest at law, and the Court 
of Chancery had no jurisdiction to give interest to creditors who came in 
under its decree for administration where the debts did not by law carry 
interest. But the court would not, after such a decree, permit a creditor 
to proceed at law to recover judgment for his debt. Consequently, after 
the passing of the statute 1 & 2 Vict. c. 110, a court of equity, while 
interfering with the legal right for the common benefit of all the creditors, 
was bound, on equitable principles, to put him in the same position as if 
he had exercised 1t. Hence the order of 1841. Lord Romilly explained 





the matter substantially to the same effect when he said, in The Hereford- 
shire Banking Co. (15 W. R. 1056, L. R. 4 Eq. 250), that the court allowed 
interest at four per vent. from the date of the decree because the decree 
was a judgment in equity for the benefit of all the creditors, and prevented 
| them from getting a judgment at law, which would give them interest. 
| The right of the creditor whose debt does not carry interest at law is 
| therefore based upon the provisions of the statute 1 & 2 Vict. c. 110, aud 
| the orders of 1841, and the existing rules of the court, which merely give 
effect to such right. These orders and rules did not, and do not, affect 
any question between joint and separate creditors, or the rules as to the 
administration of joint and separate estates. It might in former days 
have been open to consideration whether the interest of an interest- 
bearing debt was not just as much part of the debt as the principal. 
That question, however, had long since finally been set at rest. But was 
there any sound reason, in a case like the present, which required that the 
priority of the separate creditors should not be consistently maintained, 
aswell in respect of interest as of capital? He could find none. Nor 
could he find any reason which, in regard to subsequent interest, would 
justify the drawing of any distinction between creditors whose debts 
carried interest by law, and those whose debts carried interest under the 
General Orders (regard being paid to the rights on which the General 
Orders were founded), except only the distinction which appeared on 
the faee of the General Orders themselves. The sound rule, therefore, 
appeared to be that, as between joint and separate creditors, the question 
of interest should be decided in accordance with the established rule as to 
the principal. There also remained a question as to the manner in whic’t 
the dividends received ought to be accounted for in ascertaining the 
amount of interest due. The account ought to be taken in the manner 
pointed cut in Bower v. Marris (Cr. & P. 351) and The Warrant Finance 
Uo.’s case (18 W. R. 154, L. R. 4 Ch. 643)—via., by treating the dividends 
as ordinary payments on account, and appiying each dividend, in the 
first place, to the psyment of interest calcu to the day of such divi- 
dend, and the surplus (if any) to the reduction of the principal. The 
decision of Sir J. ot in Ez parte lMigginbottom (2 G. & J. 123) he con- 
sidered to be overruled by Lord Cottenham in Bower v. Marris.,—Counszt, 
F. A, Lewin; G. Sangster Green; 8. B. Laing. Sorsctrons, Lewin § Co. ; 
E. 8. Courrouz, 
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to be paid into court. The tenant for life having died, a petition was 
presented in May, 1886, by one of the persons entitled to one-fifth 
share of the fund and the mortgagee of that share, asking that the share 
might be paid out tothem. The other persons entitled to the remaining 
four fifth shares of the fund were all resident out of the jurisdiction—in 
New Zealand and Australia. It being necessary that these four persons 
so entitled should be served with the petition, the present application 
was made to the court for leave to serve the petition out of the jurisdiction. 
In support of the application it was stated that, although order 11 only 
provided for service out of the jurisdiction of writs of summons, yet there 
had been many cases in which the service of petitions out of the jurisdic- 
tion had been allowed before the new Rules came into operation. The 
cases of Re Busfield, Whaley v. Busfield (34 W. R. 372, L. RK. 32 Ch. D. 123), and 
The Crédits Gérundeuse (Limited) v. Van Weede (32 W. R. 414, L. R.12Q. B. D. 
171) were referred to. Kay, J., said that, unless he had power to grant 
leave to serve out of the jurisdiction, he would be unable to deal with the 
fund. He should, therefore, make the order.—Covunsen, Marcy ; J. Herbert 
Robertson. Soxtcrrors, Collis ¢ Mallam ; A. R. Gillman. 
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ORAWFORD ». CRAWFORD AND DILKE (The Queen’s Proctor 
shewing cause) —P. D. & A. Div., 11th June. 


Divornce—Decree Nist—Dismissat or Co-rEsPONDENT FROM Surt—INTER- 
VENTION BY QuEEN’s Procrorn—Marertat Facts NOT BROUGHT BEFORE 
THE Court—RestoraTion or Co-rEsPOoNDENT TO SvitT—MarriMontrab 
Causes Act, 1860 (23 & 24 Vicr. c. 144) s. 7. 


This was a husband’s suit for a dissolution of marriage. At the trial, 
before Butt, J., without a jury, the petitioner deposed to a confession 
made to him by the respondent as to acts of adultery with the co- 
respondent. The petitioner was not cross-examined by the counsel for 
the respondent, and his cross-examination by the counsel for the co- 
respondent was postponed. Butt, J., pronounced a decree nisi, but dis- 
missed the co-respondent from the suit, with costs. The co-respondent, 
acting under the advice of his counsel, did not go into the witness box. 
The Queen’s Proctor afterwards entered an appearance in the suit, and 
filed a plea, wherein he alleged that it would be contrary to justice for the 
decree nisi to be made absolute, since certain material facts had not been 
brought before the court. He also alleged that there was no corrodora- 
tion of the respondent’s confession to her husband; that certain 
witnesses who were referred to in such confession, and whose evidence was 
material, were not called ; and that, apart from the confession, there was 
no evidence of adultery. An order had been made that the Queen’s 
Proctor should give particulars of his plea, and he had furnished a state- 
ment of the effect of evidence which would be given by the witnesses 
referred to in his plea. Three applications were now made to the court. 
The petitioner first moved to strike out the Queen’s Proctor’s plea, on the 
ground that the plea and particulars disclosed no ground for intervention. 
It was argued that ‘‘ material facts’? must mean facts which would dis- 
entitle the petitioner to a decree, independently of his own evidence ; that 
the failure of either party to call witnesses was not a ground for the 
Queen’s Proctor’s intervention ; and that the Queen’s Proctor could not 
obtain a new trial merely because the result of the first trial was unsatis- 
factory. Hannen, P., without calling on the counsel for the Queen’s 
Proctor, said that the question to be decided was, whether, where specific 
charges of adultery have been investigated and decided in the affirmative, 
the Queen’s Proctor is entitled to intervene for the purpose of shewing 
that the finding ought to have been the other way, by reason of material 
facts not having been brought forward. He had held in Gladstone v. 
Gladstone (28 W.R. 519, L. R. 3 P. & D. 260) that, where the Queen’s 
Proctor seeks to establish a charge of adultery, he is entitled to bring 
forward fresh evidence in support of the same charges; and where the 
Queen’s Proctor says that the original charges were not well founded, 
it was necessary that he should, if he intervenes at all, produce fresh 
material facts to disprove the specific charges. That was the only purpose 
for which he could intervene, and those were the only circumstances 
under which his intervention could succeed. In —- case, as 
regards the material facts, the Queen’s Proctor’s plea had been unneces- 
sarily expanded, since he might have contented himself with the allegation 
in the first paragraph, that the decree was pronounced con to the 
justice of the case by reason of material facts not being brought before the 
court, but he had unnecessarily, though no doubt for the purpose of 
gi information to the petitioner, gone on to insert other statements— 
namely, that witnesses were in court, and were known by both parties to 
be in court, who were not called to give evidence. These hs did 
not raise questions which the petitioner ought to be culled upon to meet, fcr 
he had only to meet the question whether the decree was contrary to the 
justice of the case. Since, however, the Queen’s Proctor had given the 
names of a number of these witnesses, an order for iculars had been 
made, and an abstract or précis should be furnished like that which is fur- 
nished in criminal cases when additional evidence is discovered. That had 
not been done with respect to one document, and the Queen's Proctor must 
be ordered to furnish further particulars. The theory of the Matrimonial 
Causes Act, 1860, was this, that the public has an interest in seeing that 
no marriage is dissolved except on the ground, in the case of the woman, 
of adultery, and if the Queen's Proctor arrives at the conclusion, by 
Teason of maternal facts brought to his notice, that there is ground for 
believing that the decree was obtained contrary to the justice of the case, 
it is his duty to intervene and bring those facts to the knowledge of the 
court. The Queen’s Proctor’s plea was good, though redundant, and the 
application to strike it out mast be refused, though further particulars 
must be given. The second application was made on behalf of the re- 
spondent, that she might be permitted to take part in the trial of 





issues raised by the Queen’s Proctor, and it was urged that she was still a 
party to the suit, and that there would be virtually a new trial of the issue 
of adultery. It was also stated the respondent wished to give evidence in 
support of her former admissions of adultery. The third application was 
one by the co-respondent’s counsel, that he might be restored to the suit, 
and be permitted to take part in the rehearing, it being contended by his 
counsel that he would now have to meet the evidence of the respondent, 
as well as of the petitioner, and that his interests could not be adequately 
protected by the Queen’s Proctor without the assistance of his own legal 
advisers. Hannen, P., without calling upon the counsel for the petitioner 
and for the Queen’s Proctor, refused both applications. He pointed out 
that the question was one for his own discretion, and it had been con- 
sidered that the Queen’s Proctor, being a public officer, and acting und-r 
the directions of the Attorney-General, was in a different position from an 
ordinary intervener, and was not obliged to comply with rules 70—76, by 
which any other person would be bound. The respondent had had an 
opportunity of giving any evidence she pleased at the former trial, and 
there was now no reason for permitting her to take part in the proceedings 
set on foot by the Queen’s Proctor. The case of the co-respondent was 
somewhat different. He was no longer a party to the suit, and acting 
under what he believed to be sound advice he had declined to give evidence 
on his own behalf. All the consequences flowing from the course thus 
taken must continue during the intervention of the Queen’s Proctor, who 
would do all that was requisite in the interests of justice. The co- 
respondent’s motion would be dismissed with costs, but as against the 
respondent the question of costs would be reserved until the court was 
satisfied that she had the means of paying them. The petitioner's costs 
would be costs in the suit.—CounseL, Inderwick, Q.C., and R. 8S. Wright ; 
C. A. Middleton ; Sir H. James, Q.C., and Searle; Sir W. G. F. Phiilimore 
and H. B. Deane. Soxtcrrors, Markby § Stewart ; Lewis § Lewis ; Taylor, 
Son, & Humbert ; The Queen's Proctor. 





CASES AFFECTING SOLICITORS. 


Re O. J. L. GRAY (A SOLICITOR}, Ex Parte EVERITT—C. A 
No. 1, 9th and 10th May and 11th June. 


Taxation or Costs~AGREEMENT, 


This was an appeal by Mr. Everitt from the decision of the Divisional 
Court. It appeared that, during the years 1884 and 1885, the solicitor 
acted as solicitor to the appellant with regard to the then projected sale 
of the patent rights of the appellant under a certam patent which he had 
obtained for the protection of his inventions. On the 26th of March, 
1885, the appellant signed an agreement to the effect that, in consideration 
of the work done by the solicitor in respect of the patent during the pre- 
ceding twelve months, he agreed to pay the solicitor £2,000 as the agreed 
amount of his legal charges in the followmmg manner: £1,000 in cash on 
the allotment of shares in any company that might be formed for the 
working of the patent, and £1,000 in fully paid-up shares of sach com- 
pany. Should the sum received by the appellant for the patent be less than 
£5,000 the solicitor was to receive cash pro ratd, and shares to make up 
any balance, but the sum ia cash which the solicitor was to receive was 
in no case to be less than £500. A company was formed to work the 
patent and an allotment of shares was made, and the solicitor, thereupon, 
in March, 1886, sued upon the above agreement. The appellant there- 
upon took out a summons for the delivery and taxation of the solicitor’s 
bill of costs. This application was dismissed by the master and his 
decision was upheld by the judge at chambers and the Divisions] Court. 
It was urged for the appellant that the agreement was unfair and un- 
reasonable, and that it came within section 8, sub-section 4, of the Solici- 
tors Act, 1881. The Court (Lory Esuer, M.R., and Bowsy, L.J.), after 
taking time to consider, dismissed the appeal. They did not consider it 
necessary to their decision to construe the section, but they thought that 
it was not a suitable case for the decision of a taxing master. The 
services rendered by the solicitor were, no doubt, such as were properly 
and frequently rendered by professional gentlemen, and it was clear from 
the section that the solicitor had the power to sue on such an agreement. 
—Counsst, Swinfen Eady; Cock and P. H. White. Soxrcrrors, ddew 
Burn $ Son; J. Gray. 





The Railway and Caual Traffic Bill was withdrawn on the 10th inst., 
and the Solicitors’ Annual Certificate Duty Bill on the 11th inst. 


A notice was issued to the Parliamentary agents on Wednesday stating 
that select committees would be immediately nominated at the meeting of 
the House of Lords on Th to consider all opposed private bills now 
waiting for appointment. The committees, it is understood, would begin 
their duties on Friday. 


On the 15th inst., at the Auction Mart, Tokenhouse~yard, a number of 
important estates, including that of Dunecht, belonging to the Earl of 
Crawford, were offered for sale. The bidding Danecht com- 
menced at £130,000 and ultimately advanced to £170,000, when, there 
being no increased offer, the property was withdrawn. It is significant 
of the condition of the real estate market that out of nine other properties 
situated in the Highlands none were scld, the only property disposed of 
being the spoxting islands ef Loppen, near Tromsoe, in the north of 
Norway, which realised the comparatively small sum of £800. 
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THE REPORT OF THE COMMITTEE ON 
CHANCERY BUSINESS. 


Tue following are the resolutions passed by the committee :— 

1. That it is desirable that the practice and procedure should be, as far 
as possible, the same in all the courts, chambers and offices of the Chan- 
eery Division. 

_2. That for this purpose the arrangement of all the business in that 
division should (subject to rules of court) rest with the judges of that 
division, who should, in concert, from time to time make such provision 
as they may deein expedient for the conduct of such business. 

3. That every judge of the Chancery Division shall have power, at the 
request of any other judge of that division before whom a cause or matter 
is pending, to hear the cause or matter or any application therein with- 
out any transfer of the cause or matter or consent of parties being neces- 


sary. 

4, That the whole administrative staff of the Chancery Division in 
Lordon shall eveatually be brought under the control of the several 
chancery judges, by attaching to each judge a sufficient number of clerks 
to do all the business of chancery causes and matters, including the 
drawing of orders and taxing of costs; the duties of such clerks and the 
distribution of business among them to be determined by rules to be 
made by the judges of the Chancery Division. 

_5. That in order to carry out the object of the last preceding resolu- 
tion, power be taken by which, on any vacancy occurring among the 
registrars or taxing masters or their clerks, such vacancies shall be'filled 
up by appointing additional chief and other clerks to act with the present 
chief clerks and their clerks. 

6. That it is essential in any re-arrangement of the court business of 
the Chancery Division that provision be made for the continuous trial of 
witness actions. 

7. That for this purpose additional judicial assistance will be necessary. 

8. That an additional judge be appointed to be a judge of the Chan- 
cery Division, and that every judge of that division shall have a sufficient 
staff of clerks to do chamber work. 

9. That in the Chancery Division there shall be, as proposed by Mr. 
Davey, for the purpose of equally distributing the business, three 
branches, each with two judges, and that the judges of the division 
shall so arrange that one of them shall sit in chambers on every day 
in each week, and that in each branch the judges thereof shall so arrange 
as to try witness causes for as many consecutive days as is possible, having 
regard to the general arrangement of business. 

10. That in case the recommendation contained in the last resolution 
be not accepted, the scheme proposed by Mr. Justice Pearson for the 
arrangement of court business be recommended as an alternative scheme. 

11. That all causes and matters shall be equally distributed by rotation 
throughout the branches or courts, as the case may be, of the division by 
a superior officer attached to the division for that purpose, and that the 
business within each branch or court shall be divided amongst the chief 
clerks as the judges may direct. 

12. That a separate rotation shall be observed for original petitions, 
originating summonses, and writs respectively. 

13. That writs and summonses issued in a district registry shall be dis- 
tributed in rotation among the branches or courts by ballot. 

14. If the scheme for distribution of the business by means of three 
branches, as proposed by Mr. Davey, is adopted, it is recommended that 
all applications in any action or matter made before the trial or hearing 
of such action or matter be heard by the judge then sitting in chambers ; 
but all applications after the trial or hearing of such action or matter by 
the judge who has tried or determined the same. 

15. On the hearing of any application, the chief clerk in whose division 
sach matter is should attend the judge. 

_16. That it be recommended that all motions ready for hearing, and not 
disposed of on the particular day appointed for hearing motions, should 
be entered in a list and heard on the following day or days. 

_ 1%. That applications in chambers for payment out of court, which 
involve the construction of a document or any other question of law, and 
all originating summonses under order 55, rule 3, the object of which is 
to obtain the opinion of the ccurt or a judge upon the construction of a 
document, or any other question of law, and all applications for service 
out of the juri:diction, and for substituted service, should come before the 
judge personally. 

18. That so far as porsible proceedings in chambers shall, when com- 
menced, be continued until completed, and that for that purpose the 
system of giving long appointments for a limited time, as for one or two 
hours, thall be discontinued, and matters in chambers requitin long 
appointments shall, when ready, be set down in a daily list and taken in 


turn, and so far as possible be carried on till completion. 
19. That any chief clerk shall have power to take any business for any 
other chief clerk without any order to transfer to him of such business. 


20. That counsel shall have 
chambers. 

21. That appeals from chambers in which counsel for all parties have 

; thali go direct to the Court of Appeal. 

22. That in Liverpool and Manchester, and such other places as the 
Lord Chancellor, having regard to section 22 of the Judicature Act, 1881, 
may think right, the district registrar shall in causes and matters 
pone in the district re exercise the jurisdiction (as proposed to 

regulated) and perform allthe duties of a chief clerk, except where 
any such cause or matter shall, on the application of any party, be 
removed by order of a judge to be dealt London, 


audience before the judge sitting in 





23. That in case any question before a district registrar shall be re- 
ferred to be heard by a judge in chambers, it shall, if it be a question 
arising before decree or order, be referred to the judge in chambers, if 
after decree or order to the judge who made the decree or order. 

24, That when an action proceeds in the district registry, the registrar 
there shall act as taxing master, subject in all respects to the rules and 
practice regulating the business of the taxing masters of the court and to 
the revision and direction of the judge to whom the cause is attached. 

25. That moneys and securities to be paid into or deposited in court in 
actions proceeding in a district registry shall (unless otherwise ordered) be 
paid or deposited at the branch. Bank of England of the town in which 
such registry is situated, and carried by the bank to the account of the 
Paymaster General of the Supreme Court of Judicature, and that if there 
is no branch Bank of England in such town, the payment shall be made 
either to the Bank of England in the manner provided by the Supreme 
Court Funds Rules, 1884, or to such other bank as shall be ordered. 

26. That the manner of completing orders for leave to deliver interro- 
gatories and for discovery mrs for payment of the requisite deposit into 
court in the Chancery Division should be assimilated to the practice in 
those respects in the Queen’s Bench Division. 

2. That the proviso at the end of order 55, rule 15, be amended as 
follows :— 

‘Provided that no order for general administration, or for the 
execution of a trast, or for accounts or inquiries concerning the 
property of a deceased person or other property held upcn any 
trust, or the parties entitled thereto, shall be made except upon an 
application to the judge in person to whose court the cause or 
matter is attached.”’ 

28. That many of the orders made in chambers, other than money 
orders, should be drawn by the chief clerks unless the judge otherwise 
directs, and that an order signed by a chief clerk or an endorsement on 
the summons signed or initialed by a chief clerk be for all purposes 
sufficient evidence of the order having been made. 

29. That the certificate mentioned in order V., rule 9 (e), be counter- 
signed by a chief clerk of the court or branch to which the previous cause 
or matter has been assigned. 

30. That in all cases where a sale, mortgage, partition, or exchange is 
ordered, the court or a judge shall have power, with a view to avoid 
expense or delay, or for other good reason, to authorise the same to be 
carried out— 

a. by laying proposals before the judge in chambers for his sanction; 

b. by proceedings altogether out of court, any moneys produced 

thereby being paid into court or to trustees, or otherwise dealt with 
as the judge in chambers may order, 

31. That draft certificates be prepared by the solicitor of the party 
having the carriage of the order and be settled by the judge in chambers 
when he so directs. 

32. That the summons to settle the chief clerk’s certificate be abolished, 
and that notice to attend the settlement be substituted therefor. 

33. That the affidavit verifying particulars of sale be abolished, and 
that the signature of the auctioneer and solicitor be substituted therefor. 

34. That the affidavit of the result of sale be abolished, and that a cer- 
tificate of the auctioneer and solicitor be substituted therefor. 

35. That the order to pay purchase-money into court be abolished, and 
that a purchaser be at liberty to pay his purchase-money into court upon 
a direction for that purpose signed by the chief clerk. 

36. That the signature of the chief clerk to advertisements for cred- 
itors be abolished, and that a prepared form to be adapted to circum- 
stances, and signed by the solicitor, be substituted therefor. 

37. That the affidavit verifying the consent of a new trustee to act be 
abolished, and that there substituted therefor the signature of his 
solicitor to the written consent signed by the trustee. 

38. That in any case where accounts are being taken, if the court 
or a judge thinks it expedient, directions be given for production and 
examination of the vouchers at the office of the solicitors or other con- 
venient place, and that only contested or surcharged items be brought 
before the judge in chambers. 

39. It is suggested that the following expedients, which have been 
found to work well in practice, should be adopted when practicable. 

Upon an application for administration by a creditor or beneficiary 
under a will, intestacy, or deed of trust, where no accounts or insufficient 
accounts have been rendered : 

a. Order the application to stand over for acertain time, say a month, 
and that the executors, administrators, or trustees in the meantime should 
render to the applicant a proper statement of their accounts, with an 
intimation that if this is not done they may be made to pay the costs of 
the action. 

Bs. When yom to prevent actions by other creditors, make usual 
judgment or order for administration, with proviso that no proceedings 
are to be taken under it without leave of the Jodge in person, 

40. As to taxation— 

(1.) That the following warrants be abolished:— * 

Warrant on leaving. 
Warrant to bring in. 
Warrant to tax. 

(2.) That within seven days from the date of the passing of an ordef 
directing a taxation of costs, the solicitor having the conduct of the order 
shall leave at the office of the proper taxing officer a copy of the order and 
(annexed thereto) s statement a names and remy 8g of Ls 
parties appearing in person, an e solicitors representing the sev: 
parties to the action or eding who do not a : in person, and the 
ee of the interest of the parties represented by each 
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(3.) That, on the copy order being left, a notice of an appointment to 

with the taxation shall forthwith be issued by the taxing officer, 

and a copy thereof sent by post to the solicitors of such of the parties as 
he shall direct. 

(4.) That at the time mentioned in the notice the taxing officer shall 
appoint a time within which the bills of costs (with all necessary papers 
and vouchers) shall be left at his office, and he shall give all necessary 
directions for the conduct of the taxation purruant to sub-rule 27 of rule 
97, order LXV. of the Rules of the mgs Court, 1883. 

(5.) That the taxation shall, if possible, be continued without interrup- 
tion till completed, but if adjourned for any reason notice of the 
adjournment shall be sent by the taxing officer by post to any solicitor 
not present at the time of the adjournment whose attendance he may 
desire at the next appointment. 

(6.) That in cases in which the solicitors leave their bills, with the 
proper papers and vouchers, and with the copy order as above mentioned, 
the taxing officer may, if he see fit, at oncé issue a notice, as before pro- 
vided, fixing a time at which the taxation shall be proceeded with. 

(7.) That any solicitor who shall fail to leave his bill of costs (with the 
necessary papers and vouchers) within the time or extended time fixed by 
the taxing officer for that purpose, or who shall in any way delay or impede 
the taxation shall, unless the officer shall otherwise direct, forfeit the 
fees to which he would otherwise be entitled for drawing his bill of costs 
and for attending the taxation; and the taxing officer may also, if he 
shall think fit, exercise all or any of the powers vested in him by sub-rule 
28 and sub-rule 55 of the rule 27 before referred to. 

(8). That in every bill of costs the professional charges shall be entered 
ina separate column from the disbursements, and that every column 
shall be cast before the bill is left for taxation. 

41. That it is expedient for the present— 

a. That the judges of the Chancery Division who have chamber business 
should attend one day a week in their respective chambers to 
dispose of such business. 

, That on those days counsel should have audience in chambers. 

ce. That in all cases where any order has been made by a judge in 
person upon any summons or matter which has been attended by 
counsel for all parties thereto he should give leave to appeal. 








LAW STUDENTS’ JOURNAL. 


LAW STUDENTS’ DEBATING SOCIETY. 


The fiftieth anniversary dinner of this society was held at the Criterion 
Restaurant, Piccadilly, on Tuesday evening last, the chair being taken by 
the Hon. Mr, Justice Grantham. The first toast, which was proposed by 
the chairman, was that of ‘‘ The Queen, the Prince and the Princess of 
Wales, and the other members of the Royal Family,’”’ it being received 
with much enthusiasm, in the course of which the National Anthem was 
vigorously sung. Mr. J. Elwin then sang an excellent song, ‘‘ The 
Golden Wreath,’’ being accompanied by Signor Rubini, the composer. 
Mr. Melmoth Walters proposed the toast of ‘‘ The Legislature,’ which was 
rae to by Mr. J. Shiress Will, Q.C., M.P., in a speech full of fun 
and good humour. Mr. Owen Dove next gave an amusing recitation 
entitled ‘‘ Several Othellos (original and selected),”” which was received 
with prolonged applause. This was followed by the toast of the evening, 
“The Law Students’ Debating Society.’’ In proposing the toast the 
chairman stated that the society was one of the oldest of the kind in 
England ; that, as he was informed, its past session had been even more 
successful than usual, and that the roll of members was larger than at any 
previous period of the society’s existence. Mr. Justice Grantham referred to 
the time, some twenty-five years ago, when he was himself a student mem- 
ber of the society, and after pointing out the great advantages which 
students derived from attending its discussions, he cordially wished it 
long life and prosperity. Mr. H. J. Cross then sang Gounod’s beautiful 
rendering of the song ‘‘Oh, That we Two were Maying,” at the con- 
clusion of which the chairman pro d the health of Mr. Milledge, Q.C., 
of the Canadian bar. The warmth with which Mr. Milledge was received 
was a mre ing testimony of the respect with which the legal profession in 
the colonies is regarded by their brethren at home. Mr. H. W. Parker 
next proposed the toast “‘The Bench and Bar,” which was responded 
to by Mr. F. O. Crump, Q.C. The next toast given was ‘‘ The Incor- 
porated Law Society,’’ which was proposed by Mr. S. D. Waddy, Q.C., and 
seed to by Mr. H. Roscoe, the president. Then followed the toast 
“The Old Members,”’ which was * by Mr. D. Stewart-Smith. 
Mr. J. W. Howlett (president of the Brighton Law Society) responded 
and bore testimony to the affection with which, as one of the oldest mem- 
bers, he still regarded the society. Mr. J. Elwin then favoured the com- 
pany with another song, called ‘‘The Little Fat Grey Man,” and was 
succeeded by Mr. E. F. Turner, who related his ence of ‘A Sail 
on the River.” The next toast, ‘‘ The Officers, Past and Present,’’ was 
proposed + 4 Mr. Swinfen Eady and responded to by Mr. Ernest G. 
Spiers, the late treasurer. The last toast, '‘ The Chairman,” was pro 
by Mr. J. Addison, when Mr. Justice Grantham returned thanks. There 
were 115 gentlemen present, and the proceedings terminated at 11.45 
P.m, after a most enjoyable evening. 


PRESTON AND BLACKBURN LAW STUDENTS’ SOCIETIES, 


A joint debate was held botween the Preston Law Debating Society and 
the Blackburn and District Law Students’ Society on the 2nd inst. Mr. 


W. E. M. Tomlinson, M.P., in the chair. The case for +. ew was as 

follows :—‘‘ A. agrees to sell to B. ‘ the cargo e 8.8. London, 

now on passage from Bombay to y= * There is no 

mistake about the identity of The such a cargo on 

board, but she is, in fact, coming round the consequently will 

arrive later than was expected. Is B. and pay for the 
?’? The speakers for the affirmative were . Davies, J. J. 

Rawsthorn, J. Bell; for the = Messrs. 

Carter, A. M. Fletcher. The chairman held 

performance of the contract. 








OBITUARY. 


MR, WILLIAM VAUGHAN JAMES. 


Mr. William Vaughan James, solicitor, of Haverfordwest, died on the 
12th inst. Mr. James was born in 1827. He was admitted a solicitor in 
1855, and he had for many years conducted a large practice at Haver- 
fordwest. He was a tual commissioner for Pembrokeshire and 
Haverfordwest, and he held several important public appointments. He 
was clerk of the peace for Pembrokes coroner for the lower district 
of the county, and clerk to the magistrates for the town and county of 
Haverfordwest, and for the Roose, Dewsland, Dungleddy, and Kemes 
divisions of Pembrokeshire. Mr. James was also for many years deputy- 
sheriff for the town and county of Haverfordwest. 








LEGAL APPOINTMENTS. 


Mr. James Currry Hannen, barrister, who has been appointed a 
Registrar of the Probate and Divorce Registry of the High Court of 
Justice in succession to Mr. Henry Linwood Strong, resigned, is the 
eldest son of the Right Hon. Sir James Hannen, and was born in 1852. 
He was educated at Rugby and at Trinity College, Oxford, where he 
graduated second class in Modern History in 1873. He was called to the 
bar at the Inner Temple in January, 1876, and he has practised on the 
South-Eastern Circuit, and at the Sussex and Brighton Sessions. Mr. 
Hannen is an examiner of the court, and he has been secretary to the 
President of the Probate, Divorce, and Admiralty Division since 1875. 


Mr. Apam Wii14m Bury, solicitor (of the firm of Crosley & Burn), of 
13, Moorgate-street, has been elected Clerk to the Glovers’ gs es in 
succession to Mr. Frederick Richard Thomas, ed. Mr. Burn is 
the son of Mr. William Burn, solicitor. He was itted a solicitor in 
1879. 


Mr. Atrrep Dicxryson, rolicitor (of the firm of Parr, Sadler, & 
Dickinson), of Southport and i has been elected Clerk to the 
Ormskirk Board of Guardians. Mr. Dickinson was admitted a solicitor 
in 1877. 

Mr. Rosert Caarman, solicitor, of Leyburn, has been appointed —, 
trar of the Leyburn County Court (Circuit No. 15). Mr. eye 
been for some time deputy registrar of the court. He was tted a 
solicitor in 1864. - 


Mr. Grong Watter Girsxe Beavwont, solicitor, of Grantham, has 
been elected Coroner for the Grantham District of ire. Mr. 
Beaumont was admitted a solicitor in 1881. He is clerk of the peace for 
the borough of Grantham and clerk to the Commissioners of Taxes. 


Mr. Freverrck Epwarp Huieary, solicitor (of the firm of Hilleary & 
Layard), of 5, Fenchurch-buildi and of Stratford and —* 
has received the degree of LL.D. from the University of Cam 


Mr. Witttam Henry Spackan, barrister, has been appointed Standing 
Counsel to the Law Society of Canterbury, New Zealand. Mr. an 
is the youngest son of Mr. John § an, of Bradford, Wiltshire. He 
is a B.A. of the University of London, and he was called to the bar at 
Gray’s-inn in July, 1878. 


DISSOLUTION OF PARTNERSHIP. 


Tuomas Porter Lyon and Hernert Cxartes Rernotns, solicitors and 
notaries public cas & Reynolds), Liverpool and Neston. So far as 
regards the said Thomas Porter Lyon, who retires from the said firm. 
The said Herbert Charles Reynolds will continue to carry on the practice 
on his own account. June 10. (Gazette, June 15.) 








COURT PAPERS. 


SUPREME COURT OF JUDICATURE. 


Wed.,June 16 Mr, K 
Th day.. 17 
Fri 














oN 


Pelt HABANA aN amy ~ 
YE BL TRE NS ETE SRE 


SRE BARE he EN Ey 








THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL: 


June 19, 1886; 











Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
NorrTH, STIRLING. 
Mr. Jackson Mr. Koe' 
Carrington Clowes 
Jackson Koe 


Carrington Clowes 


TRINITY SITTINGS, 1886, 


COURT OF APPEAL. 
Appeal Court, I, 


Final and interlocutory appeals from the | 
Queen’s Bench Division, the Probate, | 
Divorce, and Admiralty’ Division (Ad- | 
miralty), and the Queen’s Bench Division | 


Sitting in Bankruptcy. | 8 
Monday 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


App. mots, ex pte—org. | 
Tues, June 22 mot:—tnd apps from ordrs 
made on interlocutory mots 
is $7. Apps from the Q.B, Final 
Thursdy....24 = o 
ey apps &aprs from QB 
Friday ....25 f Bker List if necessary 
Sat, 24. oe 


Mondsy. an} Apr from the Q,B. Final 


Tues., 
App. motns, ex pte—orgl, 
motos—and apps, from ords 

Wednes ....80< made onint?rlocurory mots 
& also apps. from the final 
list if require4, 

Thurs, July 1 i it Apps from the. Q.B, Final 





. jaw apps & apps from QB 
Friday ..... 2 { Final List eemany 
ose share from the Q.B. Final | 
Tuescay .. 6 

App. mots. ex pte.—orgl. 
moets.—end apps. from ords 
Wednsday.. 7 { made on interlocutory mots 
and alse apps from the final 
list if required, 
Thurrday .. 8., “Bpps from Q Aen List 
cy apps and apps from 
Friday +++. 0 fa QB Final L‘st if Seaneey 
S tarday ..10 
Menday....12 Apps from Q B Final List 
Tuesday....13 
App. motns. ex pie.—orgl, 
mots,—and apps. from 
Wednesday 14¢ ordrs made on interlocu- 
tory motns and also apps, 
f om final list if required 
Thursday ..15.. se from Q B final +> 
cy apps and spps from 
Friday w+e016 | Q B final list if cenesy 





Satday, ....17 } 
Monday .... 19} apps from Q B finallist | 
Tues, .........20 | 
App. mots. ex pte—orgl. | 
mots—and apps from ordrs | 
Wednesday 21 / made on interlocutory mots | 
& also apps. from final list | 
if required 
Thurs ..... pony from Q B final Jist 
cy apps and apps from 
Friday, .-+.28 179 Q B final list if necestary 
Saturday ..24 


2st Apps from Q B final list 


App, motns. ex pte—Org’ 

moins,—and apps.from me 
Widp, ....28 ¢ made on a 

and also apps. from fina 

list if required, 
Thureday ...29., Are a 

upps end apps from 

Friday +++ 80° QB final list if necessary 
Faturday ..31 


Mn, Aug... 2 | App from Q B fival list 
Tueeday...... 
4pps motns ex pt—Orgl 
mots—& apps from orders 
Wednesday 42 made cn interlocutory mtns 
ard also apps from final 
liet if required 
Thursdy...- 5.. apps from Q Aigne o a 
cy apps and spps from 
Friday soos 6fQ B final Jist if necessary 
Saturday .. 7 


Monday ... 2} apps from Q B final list 
Tuesday ...10 


App motns ex pte—Orgl 
motns— @ apps from orzers 
Wednesday 1!< msde on interlocutory mots 
and also apps from final 
list if :equired 
Interiocutory apps con- 
Thuisdey ...12 {einued, and if necesssrg 
apps from Q B Fina] List 
N.B.—Admiralty Appeals, with assessors, 
are tazen on specially appointed days. 


Appeal Court, II, 

Final and interlocutory appeals from the 
Cc ry, and Probate, Divorce, and 
A ty Divisions (Probate and Di- 
ao and the County Palatine and 
Stannaries Co 


li 
j 
| 
} 
{ 





ORDER OF BUSINESS, 


motns — apps. from ords. 
made on interlocutory mots 
(rep list) 


| App. mtns, ex pfe—or.l. 
| Tues, June 2 f 


35 (aym from the Chancery 
ie List 


Tuesday.... ‘a 
App. mots. ex pte~-orgl, 
mots.—and apps. from 
Wednesday 30< orders made on interlocu- 
tory mots. (sep list) & apps 
from general list if required 
County Palatine Apps, and 
Thurs., July 1 {if necessary apps from the 
Chan Gen List 
se soon 2 
seeeeeee 30 Apps from the Chancery 
onday eeoe 5 General List 
Tuesday.... 6 
App. mos, ex pte—orgl 
motns — apps, from ords 
on interlocutery mots 
(sep list) a'd apps from 
general list if required, 


Wednesday 7 


eee "10 
Monday ....12 
Tuesday....13 


Apps from Chan gen list 


App mtns ex pte—Original 
mtns—apps from ords made 
on Interlocutory mtns (sep 
list), ard apps from gen 
list if required 


Wetnesday 14 


Thursday ...15 
Friday ....16 
Saturday vont 
Monday......19 
Tues. .. 


Apps from Chan gen list 


App mtns ex pte—original 
mvtions—spps from orders 
Wednesday 21 made on interlocutory mus 
(sep list), and apps from 
genera! list if required 


een | ooeedd 
Saturda: 
Mon., 
Tuesday... 


Y 24 


guyealey 0022 
Ha from Chan gen list 


App. motns, ex pte—orgl. 
motns — apps. from ords 
Wednesday 28 ¢ made on interlocutory mots 
(sep list), and apps from 
gereral list if required 


Thursday ...29 
Friday .....30 
1 Apps from Chan gen list 
Mon, Aug... 2 
Tuesday .. 3 
App mtns ex pte—original 
mtns—appeals from orders 
Wednesday 4-2 made on interlocutory mtns 
(sep list) & apps from gen 
list if rode 
Thursday .. 
Friday ....., 
Saturdy.... ; Apps from Chan gen list 
Monday ... 


App mtns ex pte—origiosl 
tns—apreals from orders 
Wednesday 11 ain on interlocutory mtns 
(sep list) & apps from gen 
ist if requirea 
Intestoonteey Apps ¢on- 
Thursdy ....12 {unves, and if necessary 
apps from the Chan gen list 


N.B.—Lunacy Petitions (if any) are taken 
in Appeal Court If. on every Monday at 
Eleven until farther notice, 


AIGH COURT OF JUSTICE. 
CHANCERY DIVISION, 
Ohancery Court, I 
V.C. Stn JAMES BACON. 


Tues, Jane 22..Motns, adj sms, & gen. pa, 
Wednesday 23 


Thorsday ..24 } General paper. 
Friday, ....25.. Mots. adj. sumns, & gen. pa 
Monoay ....28 
Toesdey.... 3 foes paper 
Thurs., iiaiy” 1 

7, 2...Mots, adj sumns, & gen pa 
pantey oven S 

Tuesday.... 6| 


Sacurdy.... 26. . Pets. sht. causes, & gen. pa 
WeBre,0--- 

peecereee 3...FOt8,, Sht causes & gen pa 
Wednesday - 24 General paper. 
Thureday 


Friday -... 9.,,Mtns, adj emns, and gen p3 
Saturday ..10...Pets, sht causes, & gen ps 
| ony georeegseed 

Tau Loot 

Thurs, ....15 

Friday ....16,.,Mots,, adj. sums, & gen pa 
Saturday ...17...Pets , sht caus3s, & gen. pa 


Monday ....19 
’ 3 can paper 


2 

Friday ....23...Motns adj sums, & gen, pa 
Satrdy ....24..,Pets., sht causes, & gen. pa 
been] +26 

uesday 
Wednesday Aco paper 
Thursday ...29 
Friday ......39,,,.Mts, adj sms & gen pa. 
Saturday ...81,..Pets., sbt. caus, & gen. pa. 
Mon., Aug 
Tuesday ... 3! 
Weinestay ‘ 
Thursday .. 
Friday ...... 6 | Remaining mts, remaining 
es eo. 7 pets and adj smns 
MeGicg ceoese 2 
oe 
Wed.. it 
Thursday . wal? J 

Any cause intended to be heard as a short 
cause must be so marked in the cause 
book at least one clear day before the same 
¢an be put in the paper to be so heard, and 
the necessary papers must be left in court 
with the judge’s officer the day before the 
cause is to be put into the paper. 





Chancery Court, IV. 

Mr. Justice KAY. 

Tues., June22..Mots, adj sums & gen pa 
Wedeeday = Genera! paper 

Friday .... 25..,8itting in chambers 
Saturday . 26 § Sht. caus.,ptns. adj. sumos 


gen pa 

i 
TUCS.5 cccses 2 General paper 
Wed, ......30 
Thurs, July 1..Mtns. adj sums, & gen. pa. 
Friday, ...... 2.. Sitting in ehamb aa) 

Sht. caus., pets, sums. 
Satardy.... 8{ agen ra pe 
MOD seesssee 
Tuesday... ct General paper 
Wed.y wor 7 
Tharsday .. 8..Mots. adj sums, & gen. pa. 
Friday .... 9..S8itting in chambers 
Saturday ..10 § ¢ Sht. caus,, pets, adj sums, 


*& gen, 
Mon, ..+ee012 ed 
Murd:y-18 Gener paper 
Wea, viel 
Thurs, ....15,,,.Mtrs, adj sums. & gen, pa. 
Friday kee .Sitting in chamb ers 
Saturdy,....17 en ~ pets, adj sums. 


Monday,... 8 
Tues. General paper, 


Thursday 32. -Motns, adj sums, & gen. pa 
Friday ....23 ,8itting in chambers 
Geb sosvenesBl ‘te Sht cans, pets, adj sumns, 


& gen pa 
Mon ...2..2 
Teseday.23? General paper. 
Wednesday 28 
Thursday ...29. ae, adj sums & gen pa 
Friday 30., Sitting in chambers 
Saturday ...31 { Sht, caus., pets., adj sums, 


& gen. pa. 
Mon., Aug 2 
pair pts, remaining 


Tuesday... 3 
M18, aij 8:08 a..d gen pa 


Wednesday 4 
Thursday .,. 5 
Friday ...... 6..,8itting in chambers 
Saturday ... 7 

Monday.... seh nares pts, remaining 


Tues,, «22.10 
Wednedy ay | tee 80 j +msand gen pa 


Thursdy.... 12 

Any cause intended to be heard as a short 
cause must be so marked in the cause 
book at least one clear day before the 
same can be put in the paper to be so 
heard, and the necessary must be 
left in court with the judge’s officer the 
day before the cause is to be put intothe 
paper. 


Chancery Court, IIT. 
Mr. Justice OHITTY. — 
ad Juned?... Motions and non wit li-t 
Wedus. .... 
Thurs’ 7.244 te list tod 
s continued and non 
Friday veeeBS | mits ae a 
ua, sht, caus, adj. sumrs 
Saturday ..26 { (Procedure), & gen papers 
eating onsen B-- .Fur cons & non wit liss 
ues. 
Wednesda: | Non wit list 
Thars, July 1 
Friday, ...... 2..Mns ~ Red pon ee list 
‘ caus, sumns, 
Saturdy .... 3 | emten ton gea paper 








Mon. ...... 5.,.Far cous & non wits list 
Tuesday.... 6 
Wednsday.. 7 > Causes with wits 
Tharstay .. 8 
Friday ... ee & non wit list 
ets, sht. caus, adj, “sumns 
Sat seseeneel0 f rp nclbe wll an F- a ea 
Wha! Liaheston 12...Far cors & non wis list 
Tuesdy,....18 
Wed, .....-14 } Causts with wits 
Thurs, ....15 
Friday, ....16. Fo ge & non wit list 
» § Pets, sht. caus, adj. sumn; 
Saturdy,....17 (Pr acedure) po gen. paper 
Monday....19.,.Fur cons and non wit lis: 
BOs ccccceses 20 
ey 21} Causes with witness2s, 
Dire, sooe 
Friday ....23,,Motns. & non wit list 
{ Pets, sht causes, adj smn:, 
Sat. seereeeedt (Prosedure) & g2n pap-r 
Mond,, ....26.. Fur cons and non wit l'st 
Tuesday....27 
Wednesday 28 Non wit list 
Thursday ..29 
Friday ....30,.Motions and non bo 1st 
Pet, sh causes, adj sume 
Saturday ...31 f trroce lure) and bh pap-r 
Mon., Aug 2) 
Tuesday...... 3! 
— : 
Thur day .. 


Friday Remainisg mtas remaining 


>pts, adj smas ( Procedu’e) 


Monday .... 9 and nou wits liss 


Tassiay....10 
Wednesday 11 
Thureday... 12) 


Any cause intended to be heard as a short 
cause must be so marked in the cans: 
book at least one clear day before tha 
same can be put in the paper to be s) 
heard, and the necessary papers mus 
be left i in court with the judge’s offiter 
the day before the cause is to be put in 
the paper. 


Chancery Court, IT. 

Ma, Justice NORTH, 
Taes., June22 
Wednes tny “2 No wits list 
Tharsday . 
Friday cyte -Motio1s and non w ts lis’ 
Sa.urday wee Sut. caus, pets. adj. sun s, 
Monday 
Tues., eceees 
Wed, .o00. “bo 
Thars, July 1 
Friday, pase! ; -Mots. & adj, sumas 
Saturday .. 8..8ht. caus., pstns,atj. suni 
MOR. ..eeee 


Tussdy,..+- He jauses with wits 


Non wit list 


Wedns !ay.. 7 
Te » 9s 
- 9 .Motns, oad. sums. 
suas 


Wednesiay 14 

Thur, 15 

Friday ....16.. Motions & adj. sumns 
Saturday = --Sht caus, pets, & adj smns, 
Monday... } 


Tues, cs with wits 


Tue dy,. seee i Causes with wits 


Wed, ......21 
Thursday ..22 
prey oF 35, -Mtns and aij sms 

Bat ...- pack Sat caus, pts, & adj sus 
Monday ...... 


Wednesday 
awed 
Friday coe. "30 .Mtns, & adj sumns 
Satardiy ee .Sht caus, pts, & adj sms 
Mon, Aug... 2) 
Tuesday ..,, 3! 
Wednesiay 4 | 
4 


fhe wit list 


Thursday ... 5 

Friday .... 6 | Remaiuing mts remaining 

Saturday .. 7 | p's, adj ss and gen pa 

Moniay.... 9 

Tuesday ...10 

Wedustday ll; 

Thureday .. 

Any cause catended to be heard as a short 
cause must be so marked in the cause-be & 
at least one clear day before the same can 
be put inthe paperto be so heard, aad 
the necessary papers must be left in cour 
with the judge's officer the day betoce te 
cause is to be put in the paper. 


Lord Chancellor’s Court. 
Mr, Jvarice STIRLING. 


Tues., J wer > 

Wedsdy..... 

Phursday a7 General paper. 
Friday ...-25 
Saturday ..26 
Monday ...... - 
Tues., ...... 29 
Wed., -++-.80 
Thurs, Jaly 1 
Priday, .... 2 


Saturday .. 3 


General paper 
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Mond ...006 5 
TOCS seeeee 6 
Wed. weeree 
Thursday 

Friday «++ i 
Bat ..0000010 
Mond,,..000...12 
Wednesday 14 
Thurs...+0015 
Friday, ....16 
Bat. .e00e.17 


Monday....19 
= = 


General paper 29 General paper. 


General paper. General paper. 


nt General paper 
Fuersday 3 Thursday ..12 

Friday . 22028 
Saturday 024 





HIGH COURT OF JUSTICE. 
CHANCERY DIVISION. 


Before Mr Justice STIRLING. | Barker ¢ Perry act (to ba mentioned 
Causes for Trial (with witnesses). 2 June) 

Barton v Backhouse act | In re Evan Jones Jonesv Willians 

Gm Milling Co v Robinson act | act 
(22 June) | In re Wickham Marony v Taylor 

act (to go to end of list) 

J W Weidhen v Scattergood act J 
Weldhen v Scattergood act & mf j 
(part heard 6 July) 

Reid v Reid ast (restored t> en d of liet) 
Coal Co act (10 Jaly) | by Saige Mining Co v Brookes 

"a" Welle Imp | 

(part heard by Mr, The ‘tne Co v Huggons ac: 


| ‘Transferred from Justices Kay, 

heen iy A Pgarson, for ie 
earing on ursuast to order 

dated May th 1886 

Dudgeon v Forster act 

Stricxland v Ivens aot 

De Vincent Vincent v Vincent act 

Ranny v Wilson act 

United = Co v St George 

0 be continue d, 


Transferred from Justice: Kay, 
Curry, and Parson, for trial ot | 
ld only, by order dated 22 Dec, | nd 


S:othert v Tille 
Alexander v 
Commrs act 
Justice Butt) 
Tolputt v Harrison act 
Webb v St John’s Gas Co act (not | 
before 1 Nov) 
Mayfair Mansions Co ld v Brit and For 
Contracts Corpn act 
Robertson vy Hartopp act 
Gt Western Ry Cov Soourfield act 
Ecclesiastical Commn v Withers act 
pang gy ep act 
n re Sug; vs act 
Jones v Baldook act _ 


act 


PROBATE, DIVORCE, AND ADMIRALTY DIVISION. 


The probate and matrimonial causes set down for trial during the 
ensuing Trinity Sittings will be taken in the following order :—Common 
jury causes on Wednesday, June 23, and following days. The probate 
causes will be taken first ; afterwards, the paar Bee. causes. The 
causes for hearing before the court itself will be taken after the common 
jury causes—(1) the defended matrimonial causes; (2) probate causes ; 
(3) undefended matrimonial causes. Special jury causes will be taken on 
Friday, July 23, and following da —7 the probate causes; (2) the 
matrimonial causes. Summonses will be heard in chambers at ha -past 
ten o’clock, and motions in court at half-past eleven, on Tuesday next, 
the 22nd inst., and on each succeeding Tuesday during the sittings. All 
papers for motions on Tuesdays must be left with the clerk of the papers in 
the Probate Registry, Somerset House, or with the chief clerk of the 
— Registry, at the same place, before two o’clock on the preceding 

ays. 





COMPANIES. 
JOINT Stock COMPANIES. 
LIMITED In C YY. 
ABER AND YNISAWDRE COAL AND COKE ComPany, .— Petition for win 
cini'Uo, Lancaster 2, directed to be heard before Joe Teme Smi 
Tron 
names and 
at il e appointed for 
Gucnes AND ited Ji 
9, directed to be h itty, a3 a} om. Hughes and Co, Ne ow 
road st, solicitors for & petitione 
July 2, to send their names ond addresses, and = RR dea of pet debts or 
claims, to John Henry Willoughby, Gravesend. J uly 14 at 12is appointed for 
OLD CAERGWRLE ForGE COMPANY, Lrmrrep.—Creditors are 
Jul 19, to send their mee and ad eddrenses, i = particulars ot fm J debts 
omas son, pone pre uly 27 at 11 is appoin or hearing 
and ose Puss Aci upon the debts and claims 
PRIMROSE PREss A nC Comp. 
Comp. = ion, Laman, —Petition tg ted 
to be heard belore May, J., om June 98. ay, Unencery 


WINDING-UP NOTICES, 
Co, Lancaster House, on ayer nF oA for met 
= en ted, ~ or batoge Zu J “ 
¢ 7 h Renshaw Wain ten Pesul the 
hearing and adja Pa Out upon the gag De ian 
JOSEPH O; 
HicHaM CREEK Brick COMPANY. m or before 
hearing and adjudicating upon the debts and claims 
required, on or before 
or c) to Th: 
MPANY, LIMITED.—Petition for winding presen’ 
naand before Kay, J., on June 26, Maynard Oitonts 
lane, lane, solicitor for the petitioner 


Egan's tod Willioes Dodd: 1 'Towon | 1, Tower 


ee Sa Ss orteien 
the particulars or above. 
po yg judicating upon the debts and 








WEST OF ENGLAND SHI G COMPA .—Petition for 4 ng up, pre- 
sented May $8, directed to be heard before North, x oa Jane 28, ceakh and 
Hick, pau lempeenenlgshein 
{ Gazette, June 11.1 


HITE LEAD CoMPANY, LuwiTED.—By an order made Lhe , dated 
a it we was ordered that at the company be wound up. Rooks and Co, King 
eapside, solicitors for the tioners 
LIVET AND CoMPANY, tty, J hae Sond Wotasetay. June 23, at 12, 
at his chambers, for the appointment of an official liquidato: 

MorRNING NEWS PUBLISHING COMPANY, LIMITED.—By an order made by Bacon, 
V.C., dated June 7, it was ordered that the com wound up. ain- 
wright and Baillie, Staple inn, solicitors for the petitioners 

Patent METALLIC SToNE Company, Limrrep.—By an order made by North, J. 
dated June 8, it was ordered that the rye 4 be wound up. Webb an 
Templeton, Essex st, Strand, solicitors for the le 

PONTNEWYDD STEEL AND TE COMPANY, ., has, b: 
order dated March 8, appointed George Alfred Hemming, Bh ay KT, Lane hong 
to be official liquidator. age = required, on or before July 19, to send 
their names and addresses, iculars of their rlebts or claims. 
Thursda: »guly ca at 11, is ne ie or hearing and adjudicating upon the 


debts an: 
SHEATHER, som * 0 Company, Limirep.—By an order made Cuimy, F 
dated June 5, tt was ordered th that the company be wound up. Vinklater 
Oo, D0, Walbrook, solicitors for the petitioners 
E TRAMWAYS AND WoRKS Company, LimITED.—North, J., has fixed 
Friday, J ie 25, at sx} at his chambers, for the appointment of an official 
_ [ Gazette, June 15.) 


windin 
une 26, 


UNLIMITED NLIMITED IN CHANCERY. 
SEKEINESS AND St. LEONARD’ ~~ +h Tramway COMPANY —Petition fo) 
resented June 10, directed to be ten § before Chitty, J., on 
ng st, Cheapside, solicitor for the petitioner 
{ Gazette, June 15.] 


FRIENDLY SOCTETIES DISSOLVED. 
PRINCE _OF WALES LODGE OF THE z Lovat OBgDER OF TRUE IvorITES, Black Horse 
Inn, Pontardulais, Glamorgan. Jun 
Ves oF Towy LODGE, GRAND Use OrDER OF Opp FELLOws, Rose and 


wn Inn, , June §, 
[ Gazette, June 15. 


up, 
ew, 


jUSPENDED FOR THREE MONTHS. 
FRIENDLY SOCIETY, Bush Inn, Narberth, Pembroke. June7 
[ Gazette, June 11.) 








CREDITORS’ CLAIMS. 


CREDITORS bt EY ESTATES IN CHANCERY. 
T DAY OF CLAIM, 


BELL, THOMAS, Maiden a or July 2, Little v Bell, Chitty, J. Beioley 
and Co, Lincoln’s inn fields 
[Gasette, June 4,1 


Caza, Gus we pA | ar Sheffield. July 6. Oarr v Carr, Chitty, J. Fretson and 
mn. 
WILELNS, JOHN, Kirkb if Lonsdale, Westmoreland, Yeoman. July 5. Emsley v 
Wilkins, Kay, J. Sill, Middlesborough 
[ Gazette, June 8.] 


BASKERVILLE, ISAAC, Stretton, nr Malpas, Ber oan Farmer. July 7. Shuffic- 
botham v Twiss, V.C. Bacon Cartwright. 
JonEs, WILLIAM, Penrhiw WN gentawn, ;Ltanbeblig. Ca A Quarryman, July 
8 Jones v Wil Roberts, Bangor 
ROBINSON, CHARLES, Brationa” York, Dyer. June 28. Robinson v Robinson 
Registrar, Bradford. Atkinson, Bra iford 
[ Gazette, June 11.] 


Betts, WILLIAM, Diss, sored. July 13. Bockett v Campbell, Chitty, J, Cun- 


RopInson, CHARLES, Bradford, York, Dyer. June 28. Robinson v Robinson, 
Registrar, Bradford. Atkinson, Bradford 
' Gazette, June 15.) 


CREDITORS UNDER 22 & 23 — CAP 36. 
LAST DAY OF CLAIM 

Susanna M. aston, nr July 13. Tarleton and 
Aricoer. be ARIA, Edg’ saeco uly 
BIGGENDEN, HARRIETT, East Peckham, Kent. 1. Stenning. Tonbridge 
BLUNDELL, ANN, Southport, Lancaster. Side k and Co, Southport 
BoNNETT, SARAH, Wraysbury, Bucks. Aug 2. Johnson, Far Faversham 
BUCKNILL, ANN ‘ANN, Bicoster, O ‘ord. J Lindsey, B 
CLOVER, JOHN, attlooden. Suffolk, er, June 24. Blandy' and Witherington, 


—f Harem, Weymouth, Commercial Traveller. June 24. 
eymow 
|APEL, Bagendon House, Gloucester, Esq. July 1. Mullings 


Masgate, Kent. July 15. Daniel, 
Stanwix, Ouaboriend. Cotton maetactiader, 


. June 2. Ca; and rks, Genter) 
oway, of no coodgation. ghindas 4 utt and 





aoe very, Brab 
Plymouth 
pfoutom, MALLY, Southoort, Fa June 30. Buck ang Oo agers 
Are hes yd Stalybridge, Chester, Gent. June 21. T; 
RICHARD, Ch urch st, Camberwell; Boot Maker. June 90. Pattison and 
Co, Queen Victoria st 


KENWARD. bs aes Croydon, Surrey. July 8. Simpson and Co, Three Crown 

MacDoxALD, G GEoRGE, Birkdale, Lancaster, Accountant. July 13. Oottrell and 
m, Birmin, 

MACHILL, Rs eae Chidswell, in Soothill, York, Farmer. July 1. Ibberson, 


Dews 

ana. CHARLES, Earith, Huntingdon, Dealer, July 15. Wallingford and Co, 
ves 

OVERA!L, WILLIAM, Moreton, Essex, Farmer. J 15. Gieon, Ongar 
PacKHAM, JANE, W Woodford, Essex. J: une 24. hd Oannon st 
PEARSON, ExizA, Bishop Thornton, youre July 
PHILLIPS, Mehoy a Clent, Worcester, Tinkeeper: Ju 
Puicx, Banani, Sou ort, * June 

PRICE, WILLIAM, Southport, Lancaster, Gent. an 30, Sak 


Leeds 
July 1 15. yt SY, Stourbridge 
Co, South- 
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REDFORD, GEORGE, Southport, Lancaster, Gent. June 30. Buck and Co, South- | WinsTone, THomas, Cardiff. July 3. Rees, Cardiff 

port WorMALL, HannaH, Shaw, Lancaster, Innkeeper. Aug 1. Standring ang 
SEARGENT, JAMES, Trowbridge, Wilts, Engineer. June 30. Mann and Rodway, Taylor, Rochdal 

Trowbrid: k , Shaw, Lancaster, Innkeeper. Aug 1. Standring ang 


w ge 
SCHOLFIELD, SusAN, Halifax. Julyi1. England and Foster, Halifax 
SHEEN, SAMUEL THOMAS ALEXANDER, Queen’s rd, Dalston, Licensed Victualler. 
July 1. Freemans and Dicker, Gutter lane 
rr, JOHN, Birmingham, Licensed Victualler. July 1. Westwood, Bir- 
minghem 
TOWNSEND, SIMEON, Halifax, Joiner. July 1. Jubb and Co, Halifax 
‘WATSON, CHARLOTTE AMELIA, Halifax. July 1. England and Foster, Halifax 
WILKINSON, Marky, Kingston upon Hull. July1. Jackson and Son, 
[ Gazette, June 1.] 


BENNETT, WILLIAM ANTONY BURLTON, Cleges st, Piccadilly, Esq. Aug 2° 
Norton and Co, Victoria st, Westminster Abbey 

BonGeER, SARAH, Tysoe st, Clerkenwell, Corn Merchant. Aug 31. Crosse and 
Sons, Lancaster place, Strand 

BovuvERIE, ELIZABETH ANN, Brighton. July 4. Tylee and Co, Essex st, Strand 

Boys, JoHN, Walsall, Stafford. Timber Merchant. July1. Clarke, Walsall 

-. Tuomas, Walsall, Stafford, Brickmasters’ Manager. July 1. Clarke, 


a 
CHATTERIS, ANN, Lower Clapton. July 16. Wootton and Son, Finsbury circus 
Coe, BENJAMIN, Tonbridge Wells, Tailor. June30, Letts Brothers, Bartlett’s 
gs 
CULLIs, B phn Percy circus, Clerkenwell, Gent. July 5. Coode and Co, 
ord row 
CUMMING, Mary ANN, Cheltenham. July 30. Lindsay and Co, Edinburgh 
DukRant, RicHarp, High Canons, Hertford. July 31. Norton and Co, Victoria 
st, Westminster Abbey 
a et Saran, Paddock, Huddersfield. Aug4, Haigh and Son, Hudders- 
e 


d 
FIELD, Epwakp, Norwich, Solicitor. July 10. Field, Norwich 
Grpbs, JosEPH Hucks, Lexham gdns. July 31. Johnson and Co, Austin Friars 
HoipswortH. WatLtTerR, Spring Hall, Halifax, Esq. July 17. Ingram and 
Huntriss. Halifax 
— GEORGE, South Lambeth rd, Esq. July 5. Tylee and Co, Essex st, 
it: 


Tan 
InvInG, WILLIAM, Barrow in Furness, Ironmonger. June 15. Taylor, Barrow in 


‘urness 
JOLLY, THOMAS, Beaufoy rd, Wandsworth rd. June 29. Behan. Chancery lane 
MorGAN, THOMAS, West Cowes. Isle of Wight. July 1. Damant and Son, Cowes 
PEt, ALFRED, Avenue rd, Regent’s park. July 5. Janson and Co, Finsbury 


circus 
Rake, GEORGE, Southsea, Hants, Architect. June 22. Besant and Wills, Portsea 
RicHAkDs, Davin, Heel, Burton, Pembroke, Esq. July 1. James, Haverfordwest 
RuaGzgs, JAMES, Walthamstow, Essex, Timber Merchant. Aug 2. Houghtons 
and Byfield. Gracechurch st 


Sr + opine CHARLES BLETSOE, Newport Pagnell, Buckingham. July 1. Morse, 
Lime st sq 
&rupson, THomaAs, Grindleton, York, Farmer. July 20. Hall and Co, Clitheroe 


SoMERSET, I.ady FRANCES SARAH, Clanricarde gdns, Bayswater. July 31. Bart- 
lett, Arthur st West 

TOWNEND, CHARLES, Tewkesbury, Gloucester, Esq. Sept 4. Withington and Co, 
Mancheste: 


r 
Watson, WILLIAM, Northflect, Kent. Aug 1. 
Wispom, Henry ConstaBLe, Tunbridge Wells, Esq. 
Victoria st, Westminster Abbey 


Bewley, Gravesend 
Aug 2. Norton and Co, 


[ Gazette, June 4.) 


ADAM, GEORGE, Oyger George st, Edgware rd. July 16. Lawrence and Sons’ 
Raymond bldgs, Gray’s inn 


BATEMAN, BENJAMIN, Bishopsgate st Without. June £0, Chamberlain, Fins- 


bury sq 

BAtTTISCOMBE, WILLIAM BENJAMIN, Brighton, Retired Major. July 27. Greg- 
son, Angel ct, Throgmorton st 

BrisTow. JOHN, Saham Toney, Norfolk, Farmer. July 14. Grigson and Robin- 
son. Watton 

ont crc Stockport, Chester. Johnson and Johnsons, 

OC. or 

Brown, ELIzaBETH, Willington Quay, Northumberland. July 18, Elsdon and 
Dransfield, Newcastle upon Tyne 

CLAUDE, PETER FRANCIS VICTOR EUGENE, Old Jewry chmbrs, Watch Manu- 
facturer. July 12. Soames and Co, Lincoln’s inn tields 

CLAXTON, E1izA, Dalkey, near Dublin. July 14. Payne and Frodsham, Liver- 


1 
Mary, Maidenhead, Berks, July 31. 


poo 

CONEY, HELEN 
Lombard st 

Cox, HENRIETTA, Kirkside, Blackheath, Kent. 

Lincoln’s inn fields 


June 30. 


Harwood and Stephenson, 


July 5. Hores and Pattisson, 


DAvIO0N, ROBERT, Alnwick, Northumberland, Builder. July 6. Middlemas, 
nwic 

EDGE, HARRIETTE, Evesham, Worcester. July 31. Byrch and Cox, Evesham 
GoaD, JOHN, East Stonehouse, Devon, Marble Mason. Septs. Curtis and Dawe, 


Plymouth 

GREGEON, DOROTHY, Barrow in Furness. June 22. Taylor, Barrow in Furness 

Hate, RIcHAED, Heuhaw, Nutfield, Surrey, Yeoman. Aug 2. Morrison, Rei- 

gate 

HaAtziaM, CHARLOTTE, Sheffield. July 17. Fietson and Son, Sheffield 

Hannan, WIt114M, Cardiff. July 1. Belcher, Cardiff 

HEYWOOD. EsTHER, Bolton, Lancaster. June21. Wilson, Wigan 

HUNTER, WILLIAM, Sunderland, Agent. July1. Bell and Son, Sunderland 

BovitL, Bombay, India, Judge. Aug3i. Ccolmore, Birmingham 
July 20, Kinsey and Co, Blooms- 





1zon, CLARENCE 
LarnGc, Mary Exizasetu, Haverstock hill. 


ury place 
LISLE, Epwann, Penarth, Glamorgan, Esq. July 6. Williams, Cardiff 
a Hindley, Lancaster, Gunssy Master. June 26. Heald and 
Ss, gan 
Noresa, TrmoTuy, Coburn st, Bowrd, Gent. July 12, Young and Sons, Mark 


e 
PRESTON, ROBERT, Birmingham, Gent. July 20. Clarke and Sons, Bristol 
QUILTER, ELIZA, Southampton. July 16. Lomer and Son, Southampton 
RICHARDSON, HARRIETTE ANNIE, Campden hill rd, Kensington. July 13. Coode 


and Co, Bedford row 
RIcKETTS, JOHN, Leyton, Essex, Gent, July 16. Hand, New inn, Strand 
DE nited Service Club, St James’s sq, 


RovutTH, WILLIAM HAGUE, East Indian 
¥ ug T. Lawrence, Essex st, Strand 
SANDERS, WILLIAM HENRY, Cloudesley st, Islington. June 30. Eagleton and 
Son, Chancery lane 
SILVESTER, EDWARD, Upper Cheyne row, Chelsea, Van Proprietor. June 24. 
Frederick Snelling, Choumert rd, Peckham 
am, oo” Longridge rd, Earl’s Court. Julyi. Nichols, Olanricarde gdns, 
ens n 
SKINNER, WILLIAM MuGGERIDGE, St Leonard’s § i y 
Sunett, ‘Chalnice teas rd’s on Sea, Livery Stable Keeper 
SLAGG, JANE, Clifton, Gloucester. Aug 2. Nicol and Co, Lime st 
ag pst Pav,’ hai Montgomery, Retired Grocer. June 20. Talbot and 
Vane, Sir Henny Moncax, Eaton place, Kut. July 1. Parkin and Woodhouse, 


ORMALL, WILLIAM 
Taylor, Rochdale 

[ Gazette, June 8,1 
Barnes, LAVINIA, Gilling Castle, York. July 10. Ware and Son, York 
BEDDING, MaTTHEW, Isleworth, Farmer. July 21. Peake, New inn. Strand 
BELL. JOHN, Covent Garden Market, Potato Salesman. July 20. May and Qo, 


Adelaide pl, London Bridge 

BENNETT, Mary, Chedzey, Somerset. July 14. Kite, Taunton 

CHALETTE, Mary Kemp, Eastbourne. July 10. Hudson Matthews and (Qo, 
Queen Victoria st 

Opeees, JOHN, West Bromwich, Stafford, Publican. July 31. Caddick, West 

romwic 
Ono ee , LEONTINE, Woodland rd, Upper Norwood, Aug 1. Argles, Great 
elen’s ; 
ORETNEY, THoMAS, Barrow in Furness, Cordwainer. July 9. Morgan and 


der, Barrow in Furness 
Coane, mead ANN, Cheltenham. July 30. Lindsay and Co, Charlotte sq, 
urg’ 

Dosare, CHARLOTTE ANGELINA, Jubilee st, Mile End. July 15. Cooke, Fins. 
ury circus 

Et11s, THomas, Bootham, York, Gent. Augi. Ware and Son, York 

FRANKS, LAWRENCE, Holbeach. Lincoln, Gent. July 20. Sturton, Holbeach 

FRASER, HENRY, Manchester, Tailor. July 31. Dixon, Manchester 


GREENHALGH, REVEL JOHN, Ironbridge, Salop, Draper. July 11. Potts and 
otts, br 2 
HOookg, Etiza, Nottingham, Licensed Victualler. July 31. Green and Williams, 


Nottingham 
JENKINS, JACOB, Cardiff. Tug-boat Owner. June 28. Lewis, Cardiff 
Law, James, Bradford, York, Gent. July 22. Robinson and Co, Bradford 
MAPLETON, ANN, Wimborne, Dorset. Augil. Eldridge and Sons, Newport 
May, Joun, Overhill rd, Dulwich, Farmer. July 20. May and Co, Adelaide pl, 
London Bridge 
McCovuLL, GEORGE, Oyington on Tyne. Northumberland, Surgeon. July 31, 
Armstrong and Sons, Newcastle upon Tyne 
Norton, AuGcusta, Albemarle st. July1. Park and Co, Essex st, Strand 
7. ¢ OSEPH, Nuneaton, Warwick, Brick Manufacturer. July 15. Bland, 
uneaton 
‘oTTS, Mary, Preston. July 5. Dean and Son, Preston 
PRICE, JANE, Tredegar, Monmouth. July 1. Shepard, Tredegar 
NRY, Witham, Essex, Wine Merchant. July 10. 
and Co, Witham 


RoGeErs, IsHMAEL, Sutton, Surrey. July 21. Gellatly and Co, Lombard ct 
SALMEN, SAMUEL, Mile End rd, Gent. July 23. Armstrong and Lamb, Old 


Stevens 


Jewry 
Sanpys, the Right Honourable Louisa, Dowager Lady. July 24. Curtler and 
Co., Worcester " 
SHaw, Epwarp DeErTaick, Wolverhampton, Hardware Merchant. July 41 
Colebourn, Wolverhampton 
Smms, ELizABETH Mary, Scarborough, York. July 1. Drawbridge and 
Rowntree, Scarborough 
oe Epwakrp, Bedford, Farmer. July 10. Mitchell and Webb, 
edatfor: 
Fase. way Bradford, York, Doctor of Medicine. July 19. Taylor 
and Co, Bradfo 
ag oe JOSEPH, Redland, Bristol], Gent. July 17. Danger and Cartwright, 
Tisto 
VeEsrIzE, Extsa, Axbridge, Somerset. July 6. Phillips, Gresham bldgs 
ba) enn peeuee, Edgbaston, Birmingham, Gent. Aug 2. Powell and Browett, 
irminghbam 
WELLER, JOHN CHARLES, De Beauvoir rd, Kingsland. Augi. Newton and 
Wyatt, jae circus ; 
by amy 4 OHN, Upper Berkeley st, Merchant, July 19. Bell and Co, Lincoln's 
n ne. 
WHEELER, Ema. Cedars rd, Clapham Common. July 15. Francis, Fish st hill 
Woops, GEorRGE JOHN, Oaklands, nr Builth, Brecon, Esq. Augi0. White and 
Sons, Bedford row 
(Gazette, June 11.) 








SALES OF ENSUING WEEK. 


June 21.—Messrs. SEDGWICK, Son, & WEALL, at the Mart, at 2 p.m., Freehold 
Land, &c. (see advertisement. June 5, p. 9). 

June 22.—Messrs. DEBENHAM, TEWSON, FARMER, & BRIDGEWATER, at tlie Mart, 
at 2 p.m., Freehold and Leasehold Properties (see advertisement, June 5, p. 4), 

June 23.—Messrs. FAREBROTHER, ELLIS, CLARK, & CoO., at 21, Old Bond street, at 
2 p.m., Furniture (see advertisement, June 5, p. 8). ‘ 

June 23.—Messrs. EDWIN Fox & BOUSFIELD, at the Mart, at 2 p.m., Reversions, 
Life Interest, and Policies (see advertisement, June 12, }; 2). 

June 23.—Mr. JOHN , at the Mart, at 2 p.m., Freehold Properties ‘see adver 
tisement, June 12, p. 2). 

June 24.—Messrs. BAKER & Sons, at the White Lion Hotel, Aldeburgh, at 2 for 
p.m., Freehold Building Land (see advertisement, June 5, p. 3). 

June 24.—Messrs. HUMBERT, Son, & FLINT, at the Mart, Freehold Estates (se 
advertisement, June 5, p. 9). 

June 24.—Messrs. C. C. & 'T. Moorx, at the Mart, Freehold and Leasehold 
Estates {eve advertisement, June 5, p. 9). 

June 24.—Messrs. WALTON & LEE, at the , at 2p.m., Frechold and Leasehold 
Properties (see advertisement, June 5, a. 10 and 12). 

June 25.—Messrs. BAKER & Sons, at the Mart, at 2 p.m., Freehold, Leaseholi, 
and poprpeia Estates, Shares, &c. (see advertisement, June 5, p. 3, and this 
week, p. ° 








BIRTHS, MARRIAGES, AND DEATHS. 


BIRTHS. f 
Hr1.—June 8, at The Lindens, Epsom, the wife of Lionel Furneaux Hill, M.4y 
barrister-at-law, of a daughter. 
KortTE.—May 26, at Beatrice Villa, Sea Point, Cape Town, South Africa, the wile 
of B. de Korte, barrister-at-law, of a daughter. (By cablegram.) 
PERRETT.—June 9, at Toldsberry, St. Nicholas-road, Upper Tooting, the wife of 
Henry Perrett, solicitor, of a Caghter. 


EpWwarps—FEARON.—June 12, at St. George’s, Hanover-square, William Dougla* 
Edwards, of Lincolr’s-inn, ter-at-law, to Ellen Augusta, daughter of the 
late Charles Augustus Fearon, of Sible Hedingham, Essex. 

NoBLE.—June 9, at All Saints’, Stock, Essex, Henry Walter Fell, of Liv 
coln’s-inn, barrister-at-law, to Ada Catherine, daughter of the late Henty 
Noble, of Hong Kong. 

MAcLEOD—NELSON.—J une 9, at Edinburgh, Simon John Frazer Macleod, LL.B. 

ter-at-law, of No. 44, Gloucester-place, Hyde-park, W., to Catherine 
orence, daughter of W: Nelson, Eeq., Publisher. : 

OIT — N,—dJune 8, at NSnibstone, Leicestershire, Richard 





New sq, Lincoln’ 





“itd 
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Marriott, ealicttor, Nottingham, to Selena, daughter of Thomas Freckelton, of 
oat —June 12, at St. M Abbot’s, 
= e Thornton, of Lincoln's ’s-inn, 1s a 
Mary Gordon, daughter of a Rendon | cane a 
MALLINSON.—J’ une 7, at Dobroyd Castle, Todmorden, John Mallinson, of Man- 


.—J une 7, - "Leeitiesow- Mer, Ernest William Peto, solicitor. 


Kegeingten, Swinford 
to Katherine eee 








Free, Two GUINEAS, for a sanitary 
house. Country surveys by proven hon. 2 The Sani 
ictoria-street, Westmirster. Prospectus free.—[ADvT. 
TIF =. Norman .& Stacey’s Hire 

;. 60 wholesale firms. 


inspection and report on a London dwelling. 
eering 
lation Company, 115, 


Offi 79, Q S Victor ictoria- treet, E, 
ces, 79, Queen Vi street, 
AES at iat. 121, PaJl Mall, S.W., and 9, Liverpool-street, E.C.—[ADVYT. 6. 





LONDON GAZETTES. 


THE BANKRUPTOY ACT, 1883, 
Frmay, June po =. 


RECEIVIN 
Albury, John, Renting, se > Wea Ponda June 7, Ord June 7, Exam July 


Read 
Beckett, William Gale Green lanes, Stoke Newington, Bootmaker. E » 
¥ July 9 at 1 at ‘Court house, Edmonto: a 


King’ 
xam June 24 at 11 at Coast hon amg London rd, 
Benson, J ohn dessyleg, Macclesfield, C ercial 
May 24. Ord June9. Exam June 29 at 11 
ord, , ty Sunderland, Grocer. 


une 8 9 
Novthteinhe toe 


Sunderland. Pet June 4. 


Brewis, 5 ames Wilkinson, Newcastle on Tyne, Clerk. Newcastle on Tyne. Pet 
June7. Ord June 7. Exam June 17 at 11.30 

Curry, Frederick William, aeataten, Cornwall, Tailor. Truro. Pet June9. Ord 
June 9, Exam June 19 at 11.30 

, Walsall, Corn Factor, Walsall. Pet June 5. Ord June7. Exam 


De ne William Nicholas, Leadenhall st, Commission Merchant. 
Pet May7, OrdJunes, Exam July 14 at 11,30 at 34, Lincoln’s inn 


Easton, bg Sag Westfield, Sussex, Builder, Hastings. Pet June8, Ord June 
ly 1 


Pasmew, ter Newton, Congleton, Cheshire, Mill Owner. Macclesfield. Pet 
Ord Lteng 9. Exam June 29 at 11 

rge, Otterbourne, Hampshire, Farmer. Winchester. Pet June 8. 
xam July 14 at 10 
Evans, Charles, West st, Cambridge Heath, Mineral Water Manufacturer. 
High a, Pet June7. Ord June7. Exam July 16 at 11.30-at 34, Lincoln’s 


Richard Percival Bodeley. 
"Hish Ge Court. Pet May 10. Ord'd 


Giri ‘Henry, pete, Jeweller. Sheffield. Pet June 5. 
zawin, Cornwall, Dealer. Truro. PetJune9. Ord June9. Exam June 
Grits, Charles, Hu pepepenetath, Draper. Huddersfield. Pet Junes. Ord June 


Hardwick, Goume Fernall, Stockton on Tees, Licensed Victualler. Septiee on 
Tees and Middles borough. Pet June 5, Ord June 5. 16 

y, Perey porsway, Mark lane, Cora Merchant. High Court. Pet June 5. 

ne 5. Exam July 16 at 11.30 at 34, Lincoln’s inn fields 

Northumberland, Plumber. Newcastle on Tyne, 

tg Le | Ora J 
verpod. ner. Vverpoo! et June 8. une 8, 

n J —s 28 at 11 at Court house, Government bldgs, Victoria 

Brighton, Commission Agent. Brighton, Pet 
= June 24 at 11 
James, Richard Morgen, Cc 


Verulam bldgs, Gray’s inn, no occupation. 
une 9. Exam July 23 at 11.30 at 34, Lincoln's 


Ord June7, Exam 


© ite James, Morpeth, 
Pet June7. Ord June 7. 
Houldcroft, Rebecca, 


armarthen, Saddler. Oarmarthen. 


Johnson, Thomas Charles, Bridge rd, Hammersmith, no occupation. 

Exam July 9 at 12 at 34, Lincoln’s inn 
Kelman, James, eo. Yorks, Draper. Wakefield. Pet June 9. Ord 
Kettle, Samuel, Dresden, nr Longton, Staffordshire, Baker. Stoke upon Trent 


and Longton. PetJune5. OrdJune7. Exam June 29 at 3 
, James Isaac, Dawlish, Devon, Builder. Exeter. Pet June7. Ord June 


Pet June 7, Ord June 7. 


Winfield, Thomas Newell, pation, Worcestershire, Grocer. Dudley. Pet May 
15. OrdJune3, Exam June 22 at | 

Boker, pina Held rd, Peckham, Baker. June 18at12, 33, Carey st, Lin- 
co) n 

Benson, John Sha: roley: Macclesfield cumpersiel Traveller. June 22 at 12. 
Official Receiver, 23, King Edward st, Montiesh eld 

ary a Sunderland, Grocer. June 18 at 2.30. Law Society, 32, John 
st, Sunde’ 

. James Wilkinson, Newcastle on Tyne, Mesthant's Clerk. June 21 at 2. 
fficial Bovsivet, Pink lane, Newcastle on Tyn 

Chnuiinan a Stookley, Grove rd, Brentford, out of business. June 21 at 
11.30. 28 and 29, St Swithin’s lane 

Coward, James, ‘Workington, Cumberland, Ionkeeper. Junei9at12. Official 
Receiver 67, Duke st, Whitehaven 

Davies, Walter, Q Queen Victoria 4 Tile Maker. June23ati!. Bankruptcy 
bldgs, Portugal st, Lincoln’s inn fields ’ 

_ — Walsall, Corn Factor. June 2iat4. Official Receiver, Bridge 

st. 

Eldershaw, Henry Newton, Goagisten, Cheshire, Mill Owner. June 22 at 11, 

Official Receiver, 23, King Ed ard st. Macclesfield 

Embra, Thomas, H n ‘arden, Warwickshire, Baker. June 19 at 11.30, 

Messrs. “o% = Son, Henley in Arden 


Etheridge, 0. itterbourne, pshire, Farmer. June 22 at3. Official 
Receives, one OH eeh at ‘ Winchester 7 
n, T nomas, West Bromwich, Staffordshire, Baker. June 28 at 10.30. 
Court house, O) 


French, Thomas, Overbury st, Clapton Park, Builder. June 2tatii. Bank- 
rapt bldgs, Portugal st, Lincoln’s ion fields 
Gam ane s, Wal tham, Kent, oo June 18 at 10, 32, St 
in 


35 Eat Ose 
Cues, & bias, ept en Gadinss ie. June 2iati2. Bank- 
Tu or Lincoln’s 
Griffiths 4 uddersfield, Draper. Juue 22at3. Messrs. Haigh and Son, 
New st. SPenieratld 


Harris, John M Leadenhall st, Director of the S aud Sherboro’ 
Trading Co. Ja el 23 at 12. 33, Carey st, Lincoln’sinn fields 
Henderson, James, Morpeth. Northumberland, Plumber. June 21 at 2.45. Offi- 
Receiver, Pink lane, poses on Tyne 
Irvine, William. Leathwell rd. Lewisham, Clerk. June18ati1. Bankruptcy 
bidgs, Portage st, Lincoln’s ian ffelds 
Jones, William Tewitne Porth, Gaaussegemebiee, Jeweller. June 18 at12. Official 
Receiver, Mertiys dfil 
Kitchen, Edmund "tiehemereh, - Kendal, Farmer. June26at3. Official Re- 
ceiver, 37, Stramongate, Kendal ° 
Lambert, John, Fighting Cocks, Durham, Hotel Proprietor. June 22 at 11 
0 ver, 8, Albert rd , Middlesbo borough 
"> Charles Radcliffe Alo oysius. Slindon. Sussex, Gent. June 23ati2. Bank- 
bidgs, serena st, coln’s inn fields 
55 A Haggerston rd..Haggerston, Licensed Victualler. June 21 at 12. 
i 3, Carey st, Lincoln’ sian fields 
Leavers, James Isaac, Dawlish, Devon, Builder. June 21 ati1. Castile of Exeter, 
xeter 
Luscombe, George, Bingley, Yorks, Pot Hawker. June 18 at 11. Official Re- 
ceiver, 31, Manor row, Bradfo: 
atthewman, J oseph, Bradford, Maker-up. June 18 at 10.30. Official Receiver, 
31, Manor row, Bradford 
Mentha, Robert Gleave, Manchester, Merchant. June 24 at 11.30. Official Re- 
ceiver, Ogden’s chbrs, Bridge t pa Manchester 
Owens, joe J. Pentre, Glamorganshire, Grocer. June 22 at 12. Court 


ey Nathanie Lordship terr, Lordship lane, Dulwich, Baker. June 
21 at 12. Bankruptc y bldgs, Portugal st, Lincoln’s inn fields 

P. ee Wennestatek rd, Barnsley, Wheelwright. June 24at10. Officia 
Receiver, Benntate 


Barnsle 
Payne, John Christopher, aley Frank White, East Retford, Notts, Auctioneers. 
une 24 at 12. Official Receiver, 2, St Benedict’s sq. Lincoln 
Pugh, John Devereux. Wrexbam, Denbighshire, Solicitor. June 22 at 2.30, 
Wynnstay Arms Hotel, Wrexham 
or ooaes, Liverpool, Builder, June 25 at 3. Official Receiver, 35, Victoria 
8 ver, 
Royle, ie, Monton, nr Worsley, Lancashire, Farmer. June 30 at 2.30. Oourt 
ouse, Encombe ord 
Saunders, Gounge, Bartreston, Kent, Farmer. June 18 at 10.30. 32, St George’s 


Scott Willizes "Newport, Mon, Boot Dealer. June 21 at 12, Official Receiver, 
12, Tredegar p 1, Newport, M: 
e Someet, Lombard st, Financial Agent. June 23 at 2.30. 33, 
Carey st, Lincoln's i nn fields 
howe, F Francis Cobbett. London st, Greenwich, Corn Dealer. June 2! at 3. 
ial Receiver. yy Victoria st, Westminster 
Sinton Ea ward, h st, Homerton, Bootmaker. June 23 at 12. Bankruptcy 
bldgs, p i Lincoln’s inn fields 
mith, Alla: caid, Westbourne pk, Gent. June 25 at 11. 33, Carey st, 
Lincoln's 's Ce fields 








Smith, Charles Henry, Tothill st, Westminster, Surveyor. June 21 at 2.30. Bank- 


laseome Soctee, , Bingley, Yorks, Pot Hawker. Bradford. Pet June 7. Ord 
Msithewman, Jo Joseph, Bradford, Makerup. Bradford. Pet June 5. Ord June 
Shilus, Dowsbury, Ri Waste Merchant. 
ss ohn, Sheftield, Grocer. Sheffield. Pet June 8. 
i, Eastwood, Nottinghamshire, Engineer. Derby. Pet June 9. 
Cab Proprietor. byt Court. Pet May 4. 
_, = of Creosote 


Pi —_ Hobert, High st, Pechheen, 
Ord Ju xam July 19 at 11.30 at 34, Lineoln’s inn 
Charles, Deansgate, Gt. Grimsby. 


ruptcy bidgs, am al st, Lincoln’s inn fields 
Thorburn, Willi Newport, Mon, Draper. June 21 at 11. Official Receiver, 
12, Hoccee he pl 3 Newport, Mon 
athaniel Geor, 4 -- 7 aoe Water Machinist. June 18 at 12.30. 
ver, Bank ch rs, B 
Thomas Newell, nog Worcestershire, Grocer. June 22 at 10.45, 
Official Hessiver, Dudley 
Winsb; > sone oh: te Leyburn, Yorks, Innkeeper. June 21 at 12.30, Court house, 


Wright, leery Townley, Commenter of gunboat “ Ga: aymanda’ .”’ at Brisbane. 
June 22 at it. Bankruptcy bldgs, Portugal st, Lincola’s inn fields 


ADJUDICATIONS. 


oe 

Be 

8 

BRTE 
wi” 








Bell, George, Nyjaitoma, Northumberland, Grocer. Neweoastle on Tyne. Pet 


Pet June 9. Ord June 9. xXam June 23 at 11 at 


May 25. Ord J 


Bird, Thomas, igen Bridge, Staffordshire, Beerhouse Keeper. Oldbury. Pet 


hall, it. Gh W: . Hi 
” Ord June 8. Exam 
Ww, enaee Encmay wy Bay. 


h st, Camden Town, D 
ly 13 at 12 at “ , Lincoln 


at 11 at Court oR, Bango’ 


er. Bigh Court. Pet 


June2. Ord June 


heeseman, William Btookley, Grove rd, Brentford, out of business. Brentford, 
Pet May 27. Ord June 


Chilwell, John Livermore, Polesworth, Warwickshire, Farmer. Birmingham, 


ds, Coach Smith. Leeds. eet June 9. Ord June 9. 


Gt. Grimsby, Hair Dresser. Gt. G: ° 
une 23 at il wt Townhall, Grimsb or 
tanley, john, Lowestoft, Tai'or. 


Short, Wittig Holland, 1 Ycod 


y 
Yarmouth. Pet J } 
July 21 at 11 st Townhall, Gt. Yarmou th eee 


George yy Sheffield, Grocer. Sheffield. Pet June9. Ord June 9. 
Tosen, Jobn etn 


Pet June7. Ord Jun 

_—7>} Albert, Dawlish, Devon, Shoemaker. Exeter. Pet May 25. Ord 
une 

Coward, James, Worki 0, Contes Innkee Cockermouth and Work- 

ington. Pet 3 iy 2 ra Jane a, niet 


es, Edward, Sai Ord June “enciantin, Wheelwright. Cardiff. Pet 
June2. Ord Fane & 


Davies, Thomas Harris, Cardiff. Tailor. Cardiff Pet May7. Ord June5 
Dicken, Samuel. , ew, Staffordshire, Cabinetmaker. Wolverhampton. Pet 


William st, Watchmaker. Hi 
a Juy 13 at 12 at 34, Lincoiln’s inn ao + penton 


Joiner, “hae. Pet June7. Ord 


» Carnarvonshire, Shoemaker. Ba’ 
ys at Court house, Bangor oe 








Oct 2i. Ord June 


uglas, Mary Ann, "and John Norman Douglas, Penrith, Cumberland, Saddlers, 
pnnisl. sree ay 2 award, Oreos at. Gr # Sutton st, Clerkenwell, Lamp M 
rummon Cross ‘ea 8! en’ am. anu- 
facturer. High Court. t May 12, Ord Jun . 4 
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Easton, Frederick, Westfield, Sussex, Builder. Hastings. Pet June 8 Ord 
atts, Charlies, Huddersficld, Draper. Huddersfield. Pet June 8 O1d 
itis, Joseph, Oldbury, Licensed Victualler. Oldbury. Pet June 2; Ord 
Harvey, Pe way Portway, Mark lane, Corn Merchant; High Court. Pet June 5. 
es PS William, Wolverhampton, Solicitor. Wolverhampton. Pet May 28. Ord 
Holifay, ane William, Finsbury circus, Merchant. High Court. Pet Sept 
J ones, saven, oid Radnor, Radnorshire, Farmer. Leominster. Pet Apri3. Ord 


Jones, William I Lewis, Porth, Glamorganshire, Jeweller. Pontypridd. Pet June 

. Ord Junes 

Kettle, Samuel, Deqoden, nr Longton, Baker. Stoke upon Trent and Longton. 
Pet June 5. Ord June 7 

ives Stanley ory Newcastle on Tyne, Boilersmith. Newcastle on Tyne. 

et May 26, Ord June 

Lavington, Henty, ‘Aitbourhe, Wilts, Farmer: Newbury. Pet May 24. Ord 
une 8 

Law te Ak California, Derby; Grinder. Derby. Pet Mayi7, Ord June 7 

Lewis, Abr mapa, Redman’s rd, Mile End, Traveller. High Court. Pet June 38. 

inee irwood, _ ry Chancery lane, Surveyor. High Court: Pet May 1. Ord 


phd James Isaac, Dawlish, Builder. Exeter. Pet J une i, wt June a 
Mason, Julia Harrison, Great Ormond st, Bloomsbuty; W: High © 

Pet. tf 14. Ord June 8 
Matthewman, Joseph, Bradford, Maker-up. Bradford. Pet June 5. Ord 


were ms Heeley, Sheffield, Grocer. Sheffield. Pet June8. OrdJunes - 
See Ab a ahem, ne Joseph North, Leeds, Teazle Merchants. Leeds: Pet 
Oe dhopar At ee. Warwickshire, Coachbuilder. Birmingham. Pet 
Open, F sma Aberystwith, Cardigaushire, Spinster. Aberystwith. Pet May 17. 
Pugh, J John Devereux, Wrexham, Solicitor, Wrexham. Pet May 19. Ord 


Rice, "Henry, Times Newspaper Office, Printer. High Court. Pet April 28. Ord 


Jw 
Rigby. David, Great Barr, Staffs, Coach Axle Manufacturer. Oldbury. Pet 
Ap 5. Ord June? 
Ropece, Henry, Jarrow, Durham, Provision Dealer. Newcastle on Tyne. 
May 13. rd June 7 
Ravi Mary, Monton, nr Worsley, Lancs, Farmer. Salford. Pet June 5. Ord 


une 
as oy , Goaree, Bampton, Devon, Boot Dealer. Exeter. Pet May 11. Ord 


Rl Thomas William, High st, Camden Town, Draper. High Court. Pet 
June 8. Ord June 8 
Sheldon, Benjamin, West Bromwich, Brewer. Oldbury. Pet June 3. Ord 


June 5 

a pom Bemerd, High st, Homerton, Bootmaker, High Court. Pet June 3. 

Strange. Frederick, Tachbrook st, Pimlico, Furniture Dealer. High Court. Pet 
June 2. Ord June 

Sein, Hebert, Little Somerford, near Chippenham, Farmer. Swindon. Pet 

ay 4 une 

Williams, William, junr, Lianelian, nr Colwyn Bay, Denbighshire, Farmer. 

Bangor. Pet May 24. Ord June9 ki , ' 


TUESDAY, June 15, 1886, 
RECEIVING ORDERS, 
a , weed, & Bradtord, Warehouseman. Bradford. Pet June 11. Ord June 


Atkinson, J olin wi anon, Leeds, Mason. Leeds. Pet June 10. Ord June 10. 

une 29 at 1 

Benson, John, Carter lane, Stonemason. High Court, Pet June 10. Ord June 
10, Exam J uly 14 at 11.50 at 34, Lincoln’s inn fields 

Brake, William Amos, Wynford rd, Pentonville, Cabinet Maker. h Court. Pet 
June 10, Ord June 10. Exam July 31 at 11.30 at 34, Lincoln’s inn fields 

poaly #3. ae ane, Oldham, Minder. Oldham. Pet June 9. Ord Junei0. Exam 

aah F 
Richard, Shellow Bowells, Essex, Farmer. tease. Pet June 10. 

Bob June 10. Exam July 12 at 12 at Shirehall, Chelmsford 

Caulfield, Charles, ben, eg Py Mercantile Clerk. Birmingham, Pet June 10. 
Ord June 10 Exam July 7 at 2 

Cave, Jobn, Megemgsen. Shoe Manufacturer. Northampton. Pet June 1. 
Ord June 12. Exam July 13 

Dantes, John 4 ay pa Swansea, Undertaker. Swanzea. PetJunei2, Ord June 


y 21 
Davies, ‘Wiliana games, Cardiff, Baker. Cardiff, Pet June 8. Ord June 8. 
xan 

Deykes, Richard Albert, Boteshem, T+ ‘uence Innkeeper. Leominster. 
Fet June 11, OrdJunei2. Exam J 

Evans, David, Blaengarw, nr Dridecnd, _ Cardiff. Pet June & Ord 
June 8, Exam July 6 at 2 

Evans, David, Newport, Mon., Grocer. Newport, Mon. Pet June 11. Ord 
June 11... Exam June 25 at 11 


- Evans, John Howell, Maesteg, Glamorganshire, Draper. Cardiff. Pet June 10. 


Ord June 10. Exam J July 6 at 2 

Gardner, Henry. Egremunt, Cheshire, Lead Pipe Manufacturer. Liverpool. 
— June 12. Ord June 12. Exam July 1 at 11 at Courthouse, Government 

bdgs, Victoria st. Liverpool 
Guy. Ley Cardiff, Tug Owner. Cardiff. Pet June 11. Ord June 11. Exam 
Hancome William Edward, Newport, Mon., Brewets’ Traveller. Newport, 
Pet June 11. Ord June 1. Exam June 2% at 11 

Having Edward. and Jane Hawking, Callington, Cornwall, Farmer. Truro. 
Pet June 9. Ord June 10. Exam June 19 at 11.30 

Hill, Her ry, Ashton on Mersey, Cheshire, Salesman. Manchester. Pet June il. 
Ord June ii. Exam July 9 at 11 

Holly, Arthur Soqucte, Southsea, Grocer. Portsmouth. Pet June9. Ord 
June 9. Exam July 

Hooson, Isaac Cilla, She ffield, Grocer. Sheffield. Pet Juneil. Ord June il. 
Exam Ju: e 90 at 11 

Jones, William dll Deansgate, Mencheoter, Glover. Manchester. Pet 
June il, Ord June 11. Exam July 9 at 

Lewis, Joseph, Alford, Lincolnshire, Gunsmith, Boston. Pet June10. Ord 
June 10, Exam July 8 at 2 

Lene Jemes Hevry Cox, Liverpool, Metal Merchant. Liverpool. Pet {ye 

Ord June 11. Exam June 28 at 12 at Court house, Government bidgs, V: 

: tote a, Tavervoot 


Minshall, as, and Samuel thom Mie eu Trent, poate 8. 
Stoke tipo ‘Trent and Longton. 40, otelly une 10° Baan aan t 
Meckler, E., Teignmouth, Devon, Geom. Exeter, Pet May 1. oy une 10, 


Exam July 15 at 11 





=e 
brose, Eastbourne, Ppholsterer. Lewes anid Eastboittie, 
pe Ona ues 10, Exam Pe og ed 
chard, Howard rd, , Cowkeeper. Edtmonton, Bet 
une 10, Ord Jurie 10, nam July $0 at Court house, Haémonton 
Pajeotioy. Alpers, epton, ¥ ceer. Dewsbury. PetJune10. On 
une 10. Exam Jw 
Reterss, S Thomas, Cardiff, Grocer. Cardiff. PetJune8. OrdJunes, Exam 
ul t2 
Ps edn John Haddock, Southampton, Draper. Southampton. Pet June, 
Ord June 11, Exam June 29 at 1 
Remeen, Henry, SOE a, Fish Dealer. Bolton. PetJunelt. Ord 
une ll. Exam 
Russell, ge | Holgate, ot ‘arthur Wellesley Russell, Liverpool, Watch Many. 
facture ares ool. 4 Rag tN tp hy ol 10. — June 28 at lat 
Court he use, Government , Victo ve 
Salmon, jam ange Bournemouth, » Fisaber. Poole. Pet June 10, Ord 
June 10. Exam 7 at 12.30 at Town 
smith, more sum, ; Manchester, Boot Dealer. Manchester. Pet June 12. Org 
12 xam 9 at il 
Swallow, eam, Pal Mall, ms ae High Bue Pet Mayi17. Ord June 19, 
20 at 11.30 at 34, Lincoln’ 
Toate Altred oates. Bonmoor., Hertfordshire, Builder. St Albans. PetJune 
iit. Ord 11 xam J 
Sasnen, Dentamin, ey Worcestershire, Clothier’s Assistant. Oldbury, 
Pet June7. Ord June10. Exam July 12 
| va Uffculme, Devon, Farmer. Exeter. Pet Junel0. Ord June 


1h i, 
med ~ Biresthgaaa, Printer. Birmingham. Pet June 11, Ord 
Whitaker, Richard, ti Ironmonger. Manchester. Pet Juneii. On 


li. Exam 9a 
Williams, Sophia, Liverpool, Boot Dealer. Liverpool. Pet June7. Ord June 
ii, Exam July 1 at 11 at Gourt house, Government bldgs, Victoria st, Liver: 


wine Astute, Leeds, Cloth Manufacturer. Leeds. Pet Juneil. Ord June 


ut Witla: © Stafford, ae Stafford. Pet June 10. Ord Jute 10. Exam 
Wright 7 at 12 at Shirehall, Stafford 


First M 
Bensley, — Northdelph, Norfolk, ao arct l June 24 at 10.30, Court house, 


King’s Ly 
are Samuel, Oldham, Minder. June 24 at 8, Official Receiver, Priory chbrs, 
ush, Richard, Shellow Bowells, Essex, Farmer. June 25 at 12.45. Shirehall, 


Curry, Frederick Witiens, Helston, Cornwall, Tailor. June 23 at 12. New 
London Hotel, Exete: 

Davies, Edward, St Nicholas, Glamorganshire, Wheelwright. June 2 at 12, 
Official Receiver, 8, Crockherbtown, Cardiff 

Dougies, ele man and Charles Stron —— Liverpoo!, Brokers. June %at 
2. eceiver, 36, Victoria s 00) 

Sein, Frederick, Westfi ield, Sussex, Builder. June 22 at 2. Gausden and 

wson, 40, Ro son st, 

Eilington: William. St Neots, Huntingdonshire, Publican. June 30 at 11. 8, St 
Paul’s sq. Bedford 

EByena ae ppewpert Mom, Grocer. June 25 at 12. Official Receiver, 12, 

Hancorue, Wiliam zdward, Sowpest, Sem, Reowes's Tebvelice. June 25 at 12,90, 

Official er, 12, Tredegar pl, 

Hunt, He nrg, Castlenau . te mg tilder. i? * 23 at 12. Official Receiver, 
109, Vi 8 estminster 

Hute hos Jon B Swen Commission Agent. June 22 at 12. Official Re 
ceiver, 39, Bond st, ghto. 

i. Fred. Dewsbury, Yorks, Coal Merchant. June 22 at 10. Official Receiver, 

Bank 
J oem, qe Carrington, Nottinghem, Picture Frame Maker. June 23 at 12, 


cial Receiver, 1, High pavement, 1 ow June 2 at 11. Official Re 


J ones, arte hat ee: = Li, inne nr B 
roc wn, 

clinen. Ja omnes, Hesmanten, 38 Yorks, Despets June 23 at 12. Official Receiver, 
» te, Wakefiel 
ttle, Bamvuel, aD cS Longton, At dordshire, Baker. June 29 at 2. Ufficial 
Recel d 
oe all wens tle a Bamana Kirkbam eye ny Po Stoke upon Trent, Tailors, 
Fone @at2. Official giver, Newcastle under 
a oa , Teignmouth, Devon, Surgeon. June 24 vat. 2. Queen’s Hotel, Chel- 


ten 
Morton, John, Sheffield, Grocer. June 23 at 3.30. Official Receiver, Figtree lane, 


fh 
Murrells, ly’ 5 Austen, Basthourns, Upholsterer. June 23 at 12. Official 
, 39, st, Bri, on 
P. wish, henry. Hanley, Ste fordehire, Agent. June 25 at10. Official Receiver, 
ewcastle under Lyme 
Pender, meets Lrg Nottingham, Engineer. June 23 at 2.45. Flying 
te! otti 
Payton, ‘Alean aor Hamp stead, Liverpool, Glass Dealer. June 24 at 8. Oficial 
Beet ioe eee st, Liverpool June 25 at 11. 16, Wood st, Bolton 
ti 8) er, Juni . . 
Salmon,’ Wiliam, Thoma, Bournemouth, Plumber. June 24 at 3, Official Re- 


ea Gt. . Grimeby, Hairdresser. June 23 at 2, Official Re- 
ceiver, t, Ot. G 


Haven 8 
Cpnon, = Thomas, Bron Bion, "Heretordshire, Farmer. June 25 at 10.18. Offi- 
ver, 4 Offa st, Heretfo: 
Sprake, , Jann, St. J ust in Rocewan, Covawall, Coal Merchant, June 22 at 2% 
Officia iver, wen st, 4 
Swanwick, Philip, Nottingham, (aoe & Manufacturer. June 23 at 3. Official Re- 
iver, re vement, Nottingham 
Thocbald W *. Wiltax. Layer de la eve, Essex, Bootmaker. June 26 at 11, Town- 
hall, Colchester 
Sewer, Sidne Augustine, Albion rd, Stoke Newington, Vocalist. June 22 at tl. 
26 and 29, St. Switbin’s jane 
Vickery, Henry, Ufftculme, Devon, Farmer. June 23 gt 11. Official Receiver, 13, 
Bedford circus, Exeter 
ADJUDICATIONS. 


Blundell, George Thomas, Emmett st, Limehouse, Engineer. High Court. Pet 
May 6. Ord June 10 ll 

Carr, William, Kingston upon Hull, Market Gardener. Kingston upon H 
Pet Apr Ord June 11 

Davies, fitiam Jqmes. C Corie, Baker. Cardiff. Pet Junes, Ord June 8 

Deakin, William, Corn Factor. Walsall. Pet June 5. Ord June 10 

Dobecs, 2 ge Working ton, Cambvesiené, ere Assistant. Cockerm 
and Workington. Pet May 2 une 

Edmonds, Ed Edmund, Birmingham, Warehouseman. Birmingham. Pet Apr 4. 

r 

Ellington, William. Saint Neots, Publican. Bedford. Pet June4. Ord June il 

Em a Thomas, Henley in Arden, Warwickshire, Baker, Warwick, Pet Jui? 
5. Ord Jun & 

Etheridge, Ge oo Otte: bourne, Hampshire, Farmer. Winchester. Pet June 
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David; Biacngarw, nr Bridgend, Grocer. Cardiff. Pet Jtine 8. Ord | The Subscri splice to the SourcrtoRs’ Jovawar t¢—Town, 266. ; Country, 
Fy, “Altred Charles, Chivitenham, Colonel. Cheltenham. Pet May 95. Ord pied Bg the Wrexy egy _ Payment in advanes imeludes 
u 

















June 1 mbers and Postage. becribers can have their Volumcs 
is, E ‘Henry, Newport, Hampehire, Merchant. High Gourt. Pet Apr 21. bound at the officecloth, 26. 1 bd., ay law valf, 5s. 6d. 
Hancorne, ° William Edward, Newport, Mon, Brewer's Traveller. Newport, | phere difficulty is experienced in procuring the Journal with regularity 
Mop. Pe Henry, 8 Kenly" Oats Worcestershire Oabinet Maker. Birmingham. in the Country, it is requested that application be made ditect to the 
pay i9.. Ord June 1 Publisher. « 
B ent: | Ashton on Meceer, Cheshire, Salesman. Manchester. Pet June 11. a - ininieieetieastimennmay, 
gu. “Artie Augustus, Southsea, Grocer. Portsmouth. Pet June 9. Ord CONTENTS 






Janes, Rhomas, Moehnant, Denbighshire, Grocer. Newtown. Pet May 15. Ord | 























UURRENT TOPIOS --s02 -sec-sesesees 545 bb pag we ood Grover .....4.. 550 
we Joseph, Alford, Lincolnshire. Gunsmith. Boston. Pet June 10, Ord | Tae Country Courts Act CoNsoLi- . Collis v. Robbins -..48-+ is..... 550 
titer - Henry Cox, Li i, Metal Merchant. Liverpool. Pet J Tas Bvivencn takun st#ae Ons. oGiawiord y, Orawtord and Di ike 651 
yee ox, Liverpool, e et June 
tindeag, Tame 2 CERY CHAMBERS COMMITTEE Re CO. J..L. Gray (a Solicitor), Bx 
r, William, Dinintiee rd, Barnsley, Wheelwright. Barnsley. Pet June 4, TEWS sBbERE . Sb ede de parte Bveri ; 

Ford Jun CORRESPONDENUE ...i008 -seee - 548 | THE RT OF THE COMMITTEE ON 
Rostron, Bey. Bolton, Lancashire, Fish Dealer. Bolton. Pet June 11. Ord | Cases oF Last WEEK :— CHANCERY BUSINESS ....<4..:sss.. 552 
Russell, Holgate, and Arthur Wellesley Russell, Liverpool, Watch M Pooley v. Whetham | e peeelpemmeentierr pert — 

i “Altred te, and Arthur We ey verpoo! atc anu- woley Vv e seccccrcoece ARY «000-000 coe 000 sheesh bbicd 
facturers. Liverpool, Pet June9. Ord Jun ape Howarth.....--.---- 548 Leoak APPOINTMENTS . covcce sece-ce SOS 
Thomas. James, “Efanorbier, Pembrokeshire, | Pembroke Dock. Pet May ney and | and Wigpool Iron COURT PAPERS ..-csc-..sce-cesseeees 553 
Ord June i1 Ore y. Bird ...s.. 549 | Comp. 0550560686 8300066 - 2858 
vi , Henry, Uffculme, Devon, Farmer. Exeter. Pet June 10. Ord Thomas v. auted stevesesees 8) C soededee ctesdaces O54 

ine ii Hicu Court or Justice :— LONDON GaZRTTeRs, &0., 20, .. -ics. 557 

Wine Thomas Newel, Dudley, Worcestershire, Grocer. Dudley. Pet May Re Vaughan, Vaughan v. Thomas 550 
rd June 1 








| camera nena 
ADJUDICATION ANNULLED. } ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ 
Pleroe, Arthur Charies, Liverpool, Grocer. Liverpool. Adjud Feb 11. Annul ok he Editor docs not hold himself responsible for the return of rejected communs 
une 11 | eatrons. 






Yes 






























SCHWEITZER'S COCOATINA EDE AND 80N, 
Arti-Dyspeptic Cocoa or Chocolate Powder. 
Guaranteed Pure Soluble Cocoa of the Finest Quality ; MAKER 
with the excess of fat extracted. ROBE 238 8, 
The Faculty pronounce it ‘* the most nutritious, per- 60 Y| NG B00 
se oo he nag we = mee — or BY SPECIAL APPOINTMENT, ' 
upper, and invaluable for Invalids an Chan 
Piighly commended by the entire Medical Press. - Nee ee beak Copeman ott SS fie HOWARD'S PATENT. 
Being without sugar, spice, or other admixture, it suite | 
all palates keeps for years in all climates, and is four aa Stronger and more durable than any other 
times the strength of cocoas THICKENED yet WEAKENED . : 
with starch, &c., and IN REALITY CHEAPER than such | 8OBES FOR QUEEN'S COUNSEL AND BARRISTER Letter Copying Books now made 
ixtures. 
Made instantareo.sly witn . ling water, a teaspoonful SOLICITORS’ GOWNS. 
‘ wa Breaktas, Cap, rey J leas —s halfpenny, Law Wigs and Gowns for Registrars, Town Clerks, THE COPYING BOOK FOR THE PROFESSION 
ocoaTina a La VANILLE is the most delicate. e List 
cheapest Manilla Ch hooolate, and may be taken when | and Clerks of the Peace, Fass Uees Arrisniseee. 
richer chocolate is prohibite 
in tins at 1s, 6d., $s, vb 8 6a. &c., by Ohvinists and | CORPORATION ROBES, UNIVERSITY & CLERGY GOWNS WODDERS POON & co , 
HED . 
Charities on Special Gemma by the Sole Proprietor, USTABLIS som, 7, SERLE STREET, anp 1, PORTUGAL STREET 
H, Scuwerrzer & Co., 10, Adam-at., Strand, London, W.U PA, os LANE, LOnDOE. LINCOLN’S INN, W.C. 

















SOLICITORS’ BENEVOLENT ASSOCIATION, 


For the Relief of Poor and Necessitous Attorneys, Solicitors, and Proctors in England and Wales, and their Wives, 
Widows, and Families. 


INSTITUTED 1888. 









THE TWENTY-SIXTH ANNIVERSARY FESTIVAL 


OF THIS ASSOCIATION WILL BE HELD AT 


“THE ALBION,” ALDERSGATE STREET, LONDON, E.C,, 


On WEDNESDAY, the 30th of JUNE, 1886, at Seven o’-lock pm. precisely. 
GEORGE BURROW GREGORY, Ese., M.P., in the Chair. 


List of Stewards, who will be glad > receive Subscriptions and Donations for announcement at the Festival. 























G, BEETHAM BATCHELOR, Esa., London. AMUEL HARRIS, Esq., Leicester. HENRY Esa.. 
Ma, Uxpgn - SHERIF WYNNE’ BAXTER, Pyne vi "Tondon. + | Z IERSON. ROSE. Og 
©. STOCKDALE BENNING, Bsa., Dunstable. N HY Kays, Esa. ae 6—Ctié‘(]SsSaccta au wowetepe iss * gicgutcn. 
CHARLES J. BLAGG. Esa., 0 TER KIMBER, Esa M.P., London. HERBERT si ‘Quiterba 
NE BLANDY, Bia, Heading. oy 3 ne Esq., London. ¢RED Etat 1A... Brighton 

+ P, a ER, Esq., London, | Y, Esq., Stoke-on-Trent. ace 8 t 
. BERIAH BROOK, Esgq,, London. | GRINNAM KI don. RUEY, Boa." 
YEO. RODDAM BURN, Esa., London. CHARL ARLES E. LEWIS M, SiDNEY Suit SM a 

. J. CHADWIOK. Esq’, Dewsbury. WALTER LOVELL, Esa. Cambridge. | HENRY ON, Bsa, ‘London. 
VHARLES CHESTON, isa, M.A., London, | EDWIN LO London. Ww. HENEY STAL . London. 
HENRY CLEVELAND, Esq , London. | os AnGE sa. Huntingdon. A. F. W. STEPH ¥sq.. Chatham 

IHN ORBETT, Esa., Worcester. F. PARKE Oxford. FRANK W. STONE. Tunbri ige Wells. 

DARLING! UTON, Esa, K.L., K.G.L, | i Ata? PATERRON, Esa, London, | HENAY Ww, T DMAN. Bao. London. 
) 2 — 0) ° a 
WIAHIAS DAWES, Bea. iyo. | BIGHARD EEDOOOK, Baa: Wockwich. | rat WRC OM WAC RERSES Cae 
by usQ., C J, ¥ R " . 
GRANTHAM R, DODD, Esq, London. JOSEPH PLASKITT ‘Esa. Londen. cet gg ALTERS Ese., Bristol 
LEWIS EMANUEL, Esq., London. DONALD W. PRESTON, Esq. Buurnemouth, 
HE INRY J, FRANCIS. Esa» London. " THOMAS RAWLE Bsa.. London. J. HARDY WF Wiisby. 
» 125Q., § ) 

TORN OnBEN FIELD, 1 | on anes A. C. RAWLIN .» Chipving Norton. | BRASH 





Sir A. KAYE ROLLIT, L Li.D., D.C.L., London. SPENCER WHITBI 


© Secretary will be happy to hear from gentlemen who may desire 40 add their to the above list of Stewards. 
Early equine for Dinner Tickets (45s. each), whish may be obtained of any of the Stewards, or at the o of the Association, will oblige. 
9, Cutrrorv’s Inn, Lonvoy, E.C. 


JAMES THOMAS SCOTT, Secretary. 
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560 rHE SOLICITORS* JOURNAL, 
Telephone No. 1,669. T phic address, “ Akaber, SALES BY AUCTION FOR THE YEAR 1886, HAMPSTEAD HEATH and REGENT’S PARK, 
London.”—Sales for the Year 1886, ESSRS. DEBENHAM, TEWSON, By order of the Executors of Richard Bright, Esq. 


M ESszs. BAKER & SONS beg to an- 
LYE nounce that their SALES of LANDED ES- 
TATES, Investments, Town, Suburban, and Country 
Houses, Business , Building Land, Ground 
Rents, Reversions, Shares, and other Properties, will 
3 held at the Mart, Tokenhouse-yard, E.C., as 
follows :— 





Friday, June 18 | Friday, Aug. 13 | Friday, Oct. 29 
Friday, June 25 y, Sept.3 | Friday, Nov. 5 
Friday, July 9 Friday, Sept. 17 | Friday, Nov. 19 
Friday, July 16 | Friday, Oct. 8 iday, Dec, 10 
Friday, July 23 | Friday, Oct. 15 





Auctions can be held on other days besides those 
above specified.—No. 11, Queen Victoria-street, E.C. 





By direction of Trustees and others.—Edgware-r 
Harlesden, Edgware, and Harrow-road. — 


ESSRS. BAKER & SONS will SELL 
by AUCTION the following FREEHOLD 
PROPERTI ES :— 


At the Mart, on Friday, June 25, at 2. 

EDGWARE-ROAD. — Freehold Stud or Dairy 
Farm, comprising residence. homestead, and 37 acres 
of meadow land, know as Redhill Farm, about 15 
minutes from both Hendon and Edgware Stations, 
and having extensive frontages to the main Edgware- 
road and Stag-lane; with Roseeekes. — Vendors’ 
Solicitors, Messrs. Bowker, Peak, Bird, & Collins, 
6, Bedford-row, W.O. 

HARLESDEN, Middlesex.—In Four Lots.—Long 
Leasehold Dwelling - houses, producing £153 per 
annum. bg, “oa term 78 years, at moderate 
ground-rents.— Vendors’ Solicitor, J. Wright, Esq., 
57, Lincoln’s-inn-fields, W.C. 

EDGWARE, Middlesex.—By direction of the 
Executors of the late William Field, Esq.—In One 
Lot.—Freehold and Copyhold Meadow Land, con- 
taining about &} acres. o minutes from Edgware 
Station, with frontage to Church-lane.—Vendors’ 
Solicitors, Messrs. Garrard, James, & Wolfe, 13, 
Suffolk-street, Pall-ma)l East, 8.W. 

HARROW-RKOAD, Kenseal-green.—Freeghold Prop- 
erty, known as the Park House Coffee Tavern, with 
Possession.—Vendor’s Solicitor, F. O. Edlin, Esq., 27, 
Chancery-lane, W.C 

Particulars at the Mart; of the respective Solici- 
tors; and of the Auctioneers, 11, Queen Victoria- 








ON FRIDAY NEXT. 
Valuable Shares.—Absolutely without Reserve, 


ESSRS. BAKER & SONS will SELL 
by AUCTION, at the MART, Tokenhouse- 
ard, E.C.,on FRIDAY NEXT, the 25th JUNE, in 
ts. 330 £10 SHARES, fully ged up, in the 
NATIONAL STANDARD LAN MORTGAGE 
and INVESTMENT COMPANY, Limited. A divi- 
dend cf six per cent. per annum has regularly been 
declared on the Company’s shares; they therefore 
offer an excellent investment. 
Particulars of Messrs. Weall & Barker, Solicitors, 
6, Bell-yard, Doctors’-commons, E.C.; and of the 
Auctioneers, 11, Queen Victoria-street, E.C, 





ON FRIDAY NEXT. 


By direction of the Executors of the late H. B. 
Beddome, Esq.—Valuable Shares in the Law Life 
Assurance Society. 


ESSRS. BAKER & SONS will SELL 
AUCTION, at the MART, Tokenhouse- 
yard, E.C.,on FKIDAY NEXT, JUNE 25, at TWO 
o'clock, in 10 Lots, TWENTY £100 SHALES in the 
LAW LIFE ASSURANCE SOCIETY. The divi- 
dends average about 4} per cent., with a quinquennial 
bonus, which brings up the average annual dividend 
to about 6{ per cent. To members of the legal pro- 
fession Red whom only the shares can be held) they 
offer a thoroughly sound and improving investment. 
Particulars and conditions of sale of Messrs. Rids- 
dale & Son, Solicitors, 6, Gray’s-inn-square, W.C.; 
and of the Auctioneers, 11, Queen Victoria-street, 





WV 2888s. JOHNSON & DYMOND beg 

to announce that their Sales by Auction of 

Plate, Watches, Chains, Jewellery, Precious Stones, 

&c., are held on Mondays, Wednesdays, Thursdays, 
Fridays. 


and 

The attention of Solicitors, Executors, Trustees, 
and others is particularly called to this ready means 
for the disposal of Property of deceased and other 


In of the uen of their sales 
Mesers. J. 4 D. are of ed to eahe large or smail 
quantities at short notice (if required). 

Sales of Furniture held at private houses. 

Valuations for Probate or Transfer. Terms on ap- 
plication to the City Auction Rooms (established 
1793), 36 and 29, Gracechurcn-street, E.C. 

Messrs, Johnson & beg to notify that 
their Auction Sales Wearing Apparel, Piece 
Goods, and Office Furniture, © 
Bedding, &c., are held on each day “t the week 


FARMER, & BRIDGEWATER beg to announce 
that their SALES of LANDED ESTATES, Investments, 
Town, Suburban, and Country Houses, Business Premises, 
Building Land, Ground-rents, Advowsons, Reversions, 
Btocks, Shares, and other Properties, will be held at the 
Auction Mart, Tokenhouse-yard, near the Bank of Eng- 
land, in the City of London, as follows:— 








Tues., June22 | Tues., Aug 3 Tues., Oct 5 
Tues., June 29 Tues., Aug 10 Tues., Oct 19 
Tues., July 6 Tues., Aug 17 Tues., Nov 9 
Tues., July 13 Tues., Aug 24 Tues., Nov 23 
Tues., July 20 Tues., Aug 31 Tues., Dec 14 
Tues., July 27 


Auctions can also be held on other days, In order to 
insure proper publicity, due notice should be given. 
The period between such notice and the proposed auc- 
tion must considerably depend upon the nature of the 
property to be sold, A printed scale of terms oan be 
had at their offices, 80, Cheapside, London, or will be 
forwarded by post. 


CITY of LONDON. 


Investments of the highest class.—Freehold Ground- 
rents amounting to £1,950 per annum, thoroughly 
well secured upon important business premises 
Sooupying fine situation within a few doors of the 
Bank of land, abutting upon the Stock Ex- 
change, and in the centre of the most valuable part 
of the City of London. 

ESSRS. DEBENHAM, TEWSON, 
FARMER, & BRIDGEWATER wiil SELL, 
at the MART, on TUESDAY, JULY 13, at TWO. in 

Three Lots, the following important FREEHOLD 

PROPERTIES, viz. :— 

Lot 1.—A_ Freehold Ground-rent of £1,250 per 
annum, amply secured upon No. 56, Threadneedle- 
street, modern business premises, possessing a front- 
age of about 20ft. éin. to Th needle-street, and 
embracing an area of about 1,030 poguane feet. Let on 
lease at the above rent until C tmas, 1959, when 
the purchaser will be entitled to the full rack rental. 

Lot 2.—A Freehold Ground-rent of £300 per annum, 
amply secured upen No. 54, Threadneedle-street, 
business premises btn | frontages, (including 
the portion extending over Hercules-passage) of 
about 20ft. Sin. to Threadneedle-street and 29ft. to 
Hercules-passeage, one of the principal entrances to 
the Stock Exchange, and embracing a first-floor area 
of about 505 square feet. The purchaser will be 
entitled to the ground-rent until the expiry of the 
lease - Christmas, 1921, and then to the full rack 
rental. 

Lot 3.—A Freehold Ground-rent of £400 per annum, 
amply secured upon No. 82, Old B -street, 
business premises, possessing frontages of about 21ft. 
to Old Broad-street and 45ft. 8in. to Hercules-passage 
and embracing an area of about 818 square feet. Let 
on lease at the above rent until Michaelmas, 1921, 
wae the purchaser will be entitled to the full rack 
rental. 

Particulars, with plans, of Messrs. Boodle & Co., 
53, Davies-street, Berkeley-square ; and of the Auc- 
tioneers, 80, Cheapside, 


ESSRS. DEBENHAM, TEWSON, 
A FARMER, & BRIDGEWATER’S LIST of 
ESTATES and HOUSES to be SOLD or LET, including 
Landed Estates, Town and Country Residences, Hunting 
and Shooting Quarters, Farms, Ground Rents, Rent 
Charges, House Property and Investments generally, is 
published on the first day of each month, and may be 
obtained, free of charge, at their offices, 80, Cheapside, 
£.C., or will be sent by post in return for three stamps.— 
Particulars for insertion should be received not later than 
four days previous to the eud cf the preceding month, 


REIGATE, SURREY. 


Important Freehold Estate, known as ‘‘ The Dingle,” 
situated near to Wray-common, only a short distance 
from the railway station, 14 miles from Red Hill 
Junction Station, and within 40 minutes’ ride of 
London, one of the choicest prgperties in this 
picturesque and healthy district. e grounds are 
of great natural beauty, and comprise miniature 
park, with charming shrubberies and plantations, 
meadow land. good gardens and orchards, pleasure 
grounds, with 2 rustic summer-houses, lawn, and 
parterre, with tennis court, whilst pleasantly shady 
walks are formed through a pretty dell which runs 
through the property, the whole embellished with 
choice imen and forest trees. The residence is 
commodious, and was erected by the late owner for 
his own occupation. It is well built of brick, with 
stone dressings and root, and con 5 4 
Sandsome reception rooms, 11 bed rooms, bath 
rooms, dressing rooms, conservatory, and offices. 
There are also entrance lodge, coacbman’s house, 
stabling, small farmery, large swimming bath, bath- 
house, with dressing rooms, the whole ey 
being in complete and decorative repair, and em- 
bi ng on area of 34 acres. With possession. To 
be SOLD by AUCTION by 
y R. JOHN LEES, at the MART, London, 
i eon WEDNESDAY, 23rd JUNE, at TWO 

o'clock, by direction of the 














acquiring a beautiful RESIDENTIAL ESTATE in 
thts locality. 


r. John Lees, oneer, 


Trustees of the late 
Joseph Crosfield, offering a rare opportunity of 


Particulars may be obtained of Messrs. Munns & 
Longin. Solicitors, 8, Old Jewry, London, E.C; and 
of igate, and 17, Wool 


ESSRS. 8S. WALKER & RUNTZ yil) 
SELL by AUCTION, at the MART, on MON.’ 
DAY, JUNE 28, at TWO, in Three Lots, the follow. 
ing desirable PROPER S, viz. :— 
HAMPSTEAD HEATH. — A most attractive 
Freehold Residence, with an_ acre of pleasure 
grounds, beautifully placed, and known as Myrtle 
Lodge, North-end, stead, containing six capita] 
bed rooms, bath room, elegant double drawing room, 
communicating with conservatory, 27ft. éin. in fengeh 
dining and morning rooms with bay windows, ex. 
cellent domestic offices, and cellarage; kitchen 
den, stabling, coach-house, harness room, green. 
ouse, &c.; the property has a private 5 pate directly 
on to the most secluded part of the Heath; let on 
lease for a term expiring Michaelmas, 1888, at £19 
per annum, but possession at an earlier date can be 


arranged. 

REGENT’S PARK (on the Portland Estate).—Two 
superior Detached Residences, being :~ 
No. 27, AVENUE-ROAD, containing four bed 
rooms, handsome drawing and dining rooms, mo 
room, conservatory, and commodious dom 
offices ; capital en with full-sized tennis-co 
stabling for two horses, coach-house; held for an un. 
expired term of 18} years at a peppercorn, and let on 
repairing lease expiring Sept., 1839, at a rent of £105 
per annum, 

No. 35, AVENUE-ROAD, contains seven bed 
and dressing rooms, elegant drawing room, dining 
and morning rooms, commodious domestic offices; 
g gardens, both front and rear; unexpired term 
of 18} years, at a peppercorn, and let on re 
lease, expiring March, 1891, at £110 per annum. 

Particulars may be had at the Jack Straw's Castle, 
Hampstead-heath, of Messrs, Walls, Abbott, & Mar. 
tin, Solicitors, 11, Queen Victoria-strest, E.C.; at the 
Mart; and at the Auctioneers’ Offices, 22, Morgate. 
street, E.C. 


URREY HILLS.—Exceedingly attractive 
Freehold Estate of 113 acres, between Croydon 
and Redhill, with a commodious modern Elizabethan 
Residence, and adjuncts of a high-class country 
house, 19 bed and 2 dressing rooms, 2 bath rooms, 
boudoir, 2 staircases, 4 good reception rooms, bil- 
liard room, and offices; stabling for 11 horses, 
coachman’s cottage, rooms for grooms, gat 
deners, &c.; picturesque, well timbered pleasure 
grounds with lodge, kitchen and fruit dens, 
orchard, glasshouses, capital modern house for head 
gardener, 2 cottages, laundry, {farmery, bailiffs 
cottage, buildiogs, and undulating park lands, with 
old timber. To be Sold. Messrs. DEBENHAM, 
WSON, FarMEn, & BRIDGEWATER, 80, Cheapside. 


he PUTTICK & SIMPSON, Literary 
i and Fine Art Auctioneers, 47, Leicester-square 
London, W.C., beg to inform Executors, Trustees, 
Solicitors, and the Trade, that their Season _for the 
disposal by Auction of Libraries of Books and M 
Engravings, Paintings, and other works conn 
with the Fine Arts, Musical Instruments, and all 
descriptions of Valuable Property, will commence on 
October 17, and that their warehouses are open daily 
for the reception of goods consigned to them for sale. 
Messrs. P. & 8S hold several important Sales 
during the Season, and will include small properties 
in appropriate Sales, thus affording the same advan- 
tages to small as to large consignments. Libraries 
and other properties catalogued, arranged, and valued 
ioe Probate and Legacy Duty, or for Public or Private 
e. 











TO ALL INVESTORS. 
HE STANDARD LIFH ASSURANCE 
COMPANY-—Established over 60 years ago- 
ogsesses Invested Funds to the amount of 64 Millions 
terling, and has an Annual Revenue of £900,000, 
Policies granted for large or small sums, making 
provision for retirement in old age or death. 
Annuities also granted on favourable terms. 
London: 83. William-street, E.C., and 3, Pall- 
Mall East, 8.W. 


* 


OKTHERN ASSURANCE COMrANY. 
Established 1836, 
Lowpom: 1, Moorgate-street, E.C, Anzupzzy: |, 
Union-terrace, 
INCOME & FUNDS (1885) :— 
Fire Premiums ... ooo oes eee £577,000 
Life Premiums .., ooo ooo es 191,000 


In . ove eee eee 


terest... o 132,000 
Accumulated Funds - “ eo» $8,134.00. 


EVERSIONARY and LIFE INTE 

‘Y RESTS in LANDED or FUNDED PROPERT! 

or other Securities and Annuities PURCHASED, or Loans 

or Annuities thereon granted, by the EQUITABLE BE 

VERSIONARY INTEREST SOCIETY \unureaS 
Lancaster-place, WaterlomBridge, Strand, Establ 

1835. Capital, £500,000, Interest on Loans may 

zed, 


capitali } 
F, 8. ett Joint 
GC, H, CLAYTON, § Secretaries 
ONDON.—SHIBLEY’S TEMPEKANOS 
HOTEL, 37, Queen’s-square, Bloomsbury,W0. 
—Beds, 18. 6d. to 2s. 6d.; plain breakfast or tea, 18.4, 
This old-established House is most centrally situstel 
about midway between the City and West-end, 
to the chief railway-stations and places of emus 
ment, within five minutes’ walk o eat thorough, 
fares and lines of cunibgees, and, being in a squat 














Saturday excepted). 


view may 


Exchange Vas Wt. cleo dans oleae t0 
x , YU. Of Whom one ers 
‘be obtained, ” 


is v uiet and open. The house is most hom 
and highly-eatistactory testimonials may be had @ 
app. . 


June 19, 1886, 
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